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Current Topics. 
Clifford’s Inn. 

A propos of our reference in this column, some weeks ago, 
to the reported probability of a resale of Clifford’s Inn, a 
legal correspondent sent us an interesting letter. His 
ancestors, he said, had been Ancients of that famous old Inn, 
but he had been unable to discover where the records of the 
society have been deposited, so that he could not make in- 
vestigations into their history. At his request we have 
endeavoured to ascertain the whereabouts of those records, but 
so far without success. Perhaps some of our readers can 
supply the information desired. 


The Black Books of Lincoln’s Inn. 
THE RECORDS of the four Inns of Court, we need hardly say, 
are preserved at their Steward’s offices. Perhaps the ones 














most generally interesting to solicitors are those of Lincoln’s 
Inn. There is much that is entertaining, as well as instruc- 
tive, in the ‘‘ Black Bogks, ’ as they are called, of the Inn— 
t.e., the records of disciplinary cases against barristers and 
students held before the Parliament of the Inn in days when 
Brawls in the 
precincts of the Inn, gambling in chambers, swearing on Sun- 
improper use of his chambers for 

member of the Inn—these are 
features of the charges found in the Seventeenth and 
Eighteenth Century Black Books. We believe the latest case 
|of a Parliament meeting at Lincoln’s Inn to try a member 
| of the Inn for an alleged offence against the disapline of the 
| Inn ago, just after the termination 
| of the South A student of the Inn, who has 
| since attained to and high distinction as 
| a judge in several colonies, and who at that date had just re- 
turned with five wounds and a pension for honourable service 
| in the Transvaal War, was accused by a native African mem- 
| ber of the Inn of assaulting and insulting him in the Library 
lof the Inn. The charge was dismissed, for it turned out to 
have been based on a misunderstanding; the alleged assault 
| had consisted of a purely accidental] kick on the shins while the 
| two students were reading at the same library table. Such, at 
As far as we know, there 


| legal discipline was stricter than it is now 


|}day—in one case the 
| Ga) 


|dastardly purposes by a 


occurred some years 


Afncan War 


great respect 


| least, is the story as usually told. 


| 
| has been no later case 


| 
| The Law Society's Meeting 


We conciupe this week our report of the Law Society's 

By general agreement it has been a 

It is to be hoped that in 
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meeting at Liverpool. 
‘useful and remarkable meeting. 
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future these occasions will become annual events. The ques- 
tion inevitably arises to our minds: is it absolutely impossible | 
to have an annual joint meeting of the Law Society and the 
Bar! prop%sal would have been re- 
garded with horror, Even to-day many men in both branches 
of the profession, not by any means necessarily very old- 
fashioned men, will regard with surprise the mere mention of 
such a thing. But times are changing. Professional tradi- 
tions and etaquette are changing The Bar and the Law 
Society have much to learn from each other. Moreover, both 
of the legal professions stand badly in need of removing the 
somewhat 
which is growing up in the minds of laymen. United we 
stand, disunited we fall. Common action would increase the 
general respect for both branches. 


Once on a time such a 


The “Dual Capacity” of Government Officials. 

We print in another column a brief report ‘of the Lis posals 
Board case, heard before Mr. Justice Swirr at the 
Central Criminal Court Bribery and secret commission cases 
are of great interest, 
believes that our public service is absolutely free from a cer- 
tain amount of mild corruption, although happily the amount 
and is usually confined to temporary officials of a not 
permanent Civil Service, of course, is 
but something more 
And the Ministry 


because, unfortunately, 


is small, 
very high clas The 
absolutely free from anything of the kind, 
needs to be done to remove public suspicion. 
of Munitions is acting wisely in forbidding all transactions 
wherein its officers ap pear in a ‘‘ dual capacity,’’ 7.e., as officer 
of the Ministry and as connection of the firms which purchase 
surplus stores Such cases are innocent enough, but they 
evoke suspicion ; 


The Committee of Public Accounts and its 
Report. 

Tue Committee of Public Accounts, in its third report, 
says ‘* We have devoted a good deal of attention to what 
may briefly be ‘dual capacity’ cases, ¢.g., cases in 
which an officer of a department, holding a responsible posi- 
tion, allots a contract either to himself or to a firm in which 
he is materially interested. Cases of this kind have tended to 
occur during the war where traders, merchants and professional 
men have put their knowledge and powers at the disposal of 
the Government, working side by side with persons brought 
up in the traditions of the Civil Service. But, apart from 
this, it is evident that, as the activities of the State expand, 
such cases tend to become more common, and that they are 
especially liable to become an occasion for seandals. It is also 
clear that one difficulty in dealing with the subject is that it 
is so largely a question of degree. Nevertheless, we think that 
the subject is one on which instruction to the public service 
from the Treasury (as the central department) would be desir- 
able. The Ministry of Munitions (while they do not appear 
to have taken action on the matter till 11th June, 1917), laid 
down certain regulations (shewn in Appendix 17) which may 
be useful in this connection : and two points, at any rate, seem 
tous clear. First, an officer should not decide a case in which 
he is interested, but should ask a colleague to deal with it. 
Secondly, all the facts as to his interest must be fully dis- 
closed—both to Ks” own department and (if it be concerned) 
to the Treasury. , after such disclosures, he is directed, by 
a Minister or 5 i wise, to deal with the case, he can do so with 
a clear conscience—though the question may then arise 
whether it was judicious to give him those directions.’’ 


termed 


The Ministry of Munitions and Its Regulations. 
THE REGULATIONS referred to required temporary officers in 
the Ministry of Munitions, on appointment to the Head- 
quarters staff, to sign a declaration :—‘‘ I hereby declare that 
I am not concerned or interested, either directly or indirectly, 
in the supply of munitions, whether as a member, officer or 
servant of any company, firm or other undertaking connected 
with such supply or engaged upon work for the Ministry of 


unfavourable spression of their stamp and type | 


no one really | 


Munitions, or in any other capacity, except as follows :— 

and I hereby undertake that I will not, either directly 
or indirectly, acquire any interest in any such company, firm, 
undertaking or supply during my service under the Ministry 
without the consent in writing of the general secretary.’” 
Concurrently with this action a declaration in precisely similar 
terms was obtained from each officer already on the Head- 
quarters staff. Where an entry in the blank space following 
the clause dealing with the present interest shewed a primd 
facie case for investigation, it devolved upon the Establish- 
ment Depertment of the Ministry to pursue the inquiry. In 
January, 1320, a general memorandum was issued on the sub- 
| ject of the purchase or supply of goods~by officials of the 
Ministry, and particularly of the Disposals Board, in which 
stress was laid upon the necessity of officials declaring any 
interest they might have in the matter. 





The Moratorium in Cuba. 

| ALTHOUGH THE device of a moratorium to prevent financial 
| panic in times of stress has long been familiar to students of 
| international law, probably few laymen or general legal practi- 
| tioners had ever heard of it until it was employed by our own 
Government in August, 1914, to tide over the first difficulties 
in the monetary market due to the outbreak of war. But prob- 
ably most lawyers then imagined it to be purely a wartime 
device. That it can be used in times of peace as well, however, 
is illustrated by its recent employment in Cuba to check the 
threatened bank failures arising out of the slump in sugar 
prices. The Government of Cuba has taken prompt action in 
connection with the financial crisis which has so suddenly de- 
veloped at Havana. It has declared a moratorium until Ist 
December. Most of the foreign banks are paying in full, and 
most of the local banks are paying 10 per cent. of their 
deposits. The crisis is reported to have caused a run on two 
local Cuban banks, and one institution of an internatioal 
character. The first two banks are old-established institutions 
with considerable deposits and fair dividend records, but 
apparently the international concern is comparatively new. 
It became rumoured in the City last week that a small 
firm had got into difficulties. It should cause no sur- 
prise if, owing to the falling off in demand and the decline in 
prices, there should be a number of casualties in the business 
world. Last winter a number of business houses failed to 
realize the feverish condition of markets and loaded themselves 
up with high-priced commodities, financed with “bank credit, 
which they have not realized. The danger of holding stocks 
in face of the prospect of larger supplies is obvious. These 
incidents will serve to shew the importance of gradually reduc- 
ing ‘prices so that demand may revive and devices’such as a 
moratorium can give only temporary relief. 


American Legal Humours, 

In tHE Central Law Journal for the month of October the 
Governor of Kentucky tells some interesting stories of his ex- 
periences as a lawyer. ‘During one of my trials of a case 
when I was United States District Attorney,’ ’ he said, ‘‘ the 
even proceedings were suddenly interrupted by Judge Joun 
Parren, who rose up from the bench, and, pointing a long: 
finger toward the rear of the courtroom, exclaimed: ‘ Mr. 
Sheriff, you see Joun BurrovGHs a-comin’ into this courtroom. 
Don’t let him light, I say ; don’t let him light. Take him out.’ 
The judge did not reseat himself until a long mountaineer had 
been removed. Then resuming the bench, he turned to me 
and said : ‘Mr. Morrow, you may think it passin’ strange that 
1 won’t let a freeborn American citizen come into an open 
court of justice. But I have good and sufficient reasons. Do 
you know that, when I were a candidate for this office, that 


that thar Jonn Burrovers went from one end of the creek 
tuther, a-publicly oratin’ 
Roesuck & Co., 
the mountains, a better circuit judge than me? 

that he never could light in a courtroom of mine. 


that he could order from S£Ears, 

and get delivered in good condition across: 

I said ther 
He ain’t 


9 





lit yet, and he ain’t goin’ to.’ 
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The Report of the Merchandise 
Marks Committee. 


In October last a Merchandise Marks Committee was appointed 
by the Board of Trade to inquire into and report upon the 
following questions : — 

“*(1) Whether any extension or amendment of the Merchandise 
Marks Act is required in respect of the provisions relating to indi- 
cations of origin; (2) the utility and effect of National Trade 
‘Marks’ or other similar (collective) marks, and how far they 
should be authorized or encouraged in this country; (3) how far 
further international action may be necessary tor the purpose ot 
preventing the false marking of goods.”’ 

The Committee consisted of Mr. Harry Green, M.P., as 
Chairman, the Comptrolier-General, and thirteen other gentle- 
men connected with law and commerce, one of whom, however, 
from pressure of business, took no part in the proceedings. The 
Committee held eighteen meetings, eight of which were all- 
day sittings, and examined seventy witnesses on behalf of the 
Board of Trade and some other Government departments, and 

{ Chambers of Commerce, trade associations, and important 
manufacturing firms. In June last they issued their unani- 
mous Report, which is too long and discursive to be dealt with 
fully in our columns, but we think that the following remarks 
on it will be interesting to our readers. 

As to the question whether any extension or amendment of 
the Merchandise Marks Act is required in respect of the pro- 
visions relating to indications of the origin of goods, the Com- 
mittee point out that, while manufacturers favour the compul- 
sory marking of imported goods, merchants are opposed to it as 
detrimental to British trade, and the Committee say that, 
owing to the varying conditions between one class of goods and 
another, and between one trade and another, they cannot re- 
commend any general provision that all imported goods shall 
bear an indication of the country of origin, or in the alterna- 
tive dome such words ‘“ Imported,’’ or ‘‘ Foreign,’’ 
‘‘ Dominion '’ or ‘‘ Colonial’’; but they recommend that, 
when it has been established after an official inquiry that 
it is in the public interest that-local origin should be indicated 
in the case of any particular description or class of imported 
goods, the Board of Trade should have power to deal with the 
question by Order. 

After dealing with ‘‘ Indication of Origin,’’ the Report pro- 
ceeds to deal with ‘‘ False or misleading marks or descrip- 
tions ’’ generally, although it is questionable whether this was 
within the scope of the reference. The Committee recommend 
that sections 2, 3, and 5 of the Merchandise Marks Act, 1887, 
should be amended to include in the broadest possible manner 
all ‘‘ indications, descriptions and statements, oral, documen 
tary or other, whether physically attached to goods or not, in- 
cluding statements in advertisements or catalogues, and false 
indications given by trading titles (e.g., the use of such a term 
as ‘ Irish linen ’ in the title of a firm which dges not deal mainly 
or exclusively in that commodity).’’ With this recommenda- 
tion we entirely agree. Dealing with the transfer of British 
‘Trade Marks to foreigners, the Committee say : 

“A case has been brought to our notice in which a firm in a 
foreign country have purchased theygoodwill and trade marks of a 

British business in this country, and have applied the marks to 
articles manufactured in the foreign country. There is considerable 
possibility of a misleading use being made by firms abroad of trade 
marks that have been acquired by them with a British business, 


as 


and we recommend that no trade mark registered in the United 
Kingdom, which indicates or has indicated the goods of a firm in 
this country, should be allowed to be transferred in the United 


Kingdom Register to a person or body of persons in a foreign 
country without the consent of the Registrar of Trade Marks.” 
With the principle underlying this we entirely agree, but 
we think that such a transfer should not be allowed even with 
the consent of the Registrar of Trade Marks. Section 18 of the 
Merchandise Marks Act, 1887, protects trade descriptions law 
fully and generally applied at the passing of the Act to goods 
of a particular class, or manufactured by a particular method, 
to indicate the particular class or method of manufacture, pro- 
vided that where such trade description includes the name of 
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a place or country, and is calculated to mislead as to the place 
or country where the goods to which it applied were actually 
made or produced, and the goods are not actually made or pro- 
duced in that place or country, this section shall not apply 4 
unless there is added to the trade description immediately | 


before or after the name of that place or country, in an equally 
conspicuous manner with that name, the name of the place or 
country in which the goods were actually made or produced, 1 


with a statement that they were made or produced there. The 
Committee think that the protection of the section should not 
be limited to descriptions in use at the passing of the Act, and 
that any form of corrective statement should, if adequate to 
prevent deception, be sufficient in the ease of a geographical 
term. They therefore recommend that 

“the section should be redrafted to exempt from the penal pro- | 
the Act alk conventional and generic descriptions ; 
honestly and generally used and understood as such, and that it 
should provide that, in determining whether a description prima 
facie not within the protection of the section is sufficiently qualified 


visions of 


by a corrective statement, the Tribunal shall take into account (a) f| 
evidence as to trade usage, and (+) the relative prominence of the ' 
description and any qualifications put forward in connection with | 
the goods.”’ q 


The second matter referred to the Committee was as to the 
utility and effect of National Trade Marks or other similar 
(collective) marks, ‘‘ National Trade Marks ’’ being taken to 
mean marks indicating that goods have been manufactured in 
a particular country. There is a considerable and increasing 
tendency towards the adoption of such marks, and they have 
already been adopted in Ireland, France, Switzerland, : 
Holland, Denmark and Sweden, in some cases for all goods and 
in some fer particular goods. There is a considerable consensus 
of opinion, especially in the colonies, that there should be a 
British Empire Mark ; and there are traders who are in favour i 
of a United Kingdom mark. The Committee say that the 
case as to this was very fully argued before them, and their 
conclusion is that it would be extremely difficult to compare the 
weights of the opposing arguments; and they do not consider 
that they are called upon to essay the task, because no pro- 
posal to them which has been so far put forward for a national 
mark in this country has secured anything approaching to } 
general acceptance on the part of the trading community. 
The Committee finally say that, in the absence of agreement , | 
among the bulk of the traders concerned, the Committee see 
grave objections to the institution of a British: National or \ 
Empire mark, particularly one which is to be under the con- 
trol and administration of a private association, It will 
observed that the Committee have in effect burked deciding 
the question referred to them of the ‘* utility ’’ of mational 
marks, and have ignoréd the fact that if a British Empire i 
Mark were established, its use would be voluntary, and not 
compulsory, so that those traders who objected to such a mark 
need not use it, while those who desired to use such a mark 
would have the opportunity of doing so. | 

The third head of reference to the Committee was how far 
further international action may be necessary for the purpose 
of preventing the false marking of goods. In dealing with this 
the Committee have treated ‘‘ necessary ’’ as meaning “‘ de- 
sirable.’’ They have no doubt as to the desirability of further 
action, and they make about a dozezn suggestions as to points 
to which it should be directed. It would take us too long to 
deal with these in detail, but we may mention two as being of 
the most general interest. One is that when a country which 
is a party to a convention (such as the Convention for the Pro- 
tection of Industrial Property and the Arrangement of 
Madrid) fails to carry out its obligations under the Convention, 
and representations to its Government have proved ineffectual, 
the matter should be referred to the League of Nations. The 
other has to do with the improper registration of British Trade 
Marks abroad. In countries where the right to a trade mark 


I ” 


depends on priority of registration British firms not 7 
infrequently find their marks dishonestly registered, to their f 
detriment. The Committee recommend that— { 

- 


“ 


endeavours should be made to secure by international agreement 
(a) that the first person effectively to use in any country a trade 
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mark, which has become associated with or distinguishes his trade 
in that country by reason of such user, should have a prior ri 
to the mark, notwithstanding its local registration by some 
person without his authority, and (6) that, even without user, 
registration of a mark should be annulled on application where it 
is shewn that the mark is the same as, or a colourable imitation 
of, the mark of the applicant, and that the registration was 
improperly made with knowledge of the applicant’s mark.”’ 
The Report of the Committee is very valuable as indicative 
of the main points on which Merchandise Marks require 
further protection at home and abroad, but as the 
time of Parliament is so fully occupied now with other matters, 
and as most foreign countries are unlikely to address them- 
selves to commercial questions of an international character at 
present, we anticipate that it will be a considerable time before 
any steps are taken to give practical effect to the recommenda- 
tions of the Committee. 











Recent Opinions of the Council of 
the Law Society. 


THE opinions on points of professional etiquette affecting 
solicitors published from time to time by the Law Society are 
of the utmost interest to the legal profession. Several inter- 
esting decisions of this kind have recently been given by the 
Council, and published in the Law Society’s Gazette. A brief 
summary of those decisions may prove useful here. 

The first case relates to a loan to a limited company secured 
by first debenture, and the opinion of the Council was given 
on,l0th July, 1919. The question was how the charges of the 
solicitors who acted for the lender should be made out in accor- 
dance with ‘‘ Scale’’ Digest, 1906. ‘The solicitors acted for a 
client who lent £4,000 to a limited company on the security 
of a first debenture. The solicitors investigated the title to 
@ picture palace which ‘was the principal asset of the company, 
and settled the form of the debenture, which embraced the 
whole assets of the company. The Council expressed the 
© oma that, assuming the debenture was merely a floating 
charge on the assets of the company, the solicitors’ charges 
should be made out under Schedule 2. 

The second case dealt with a land registry matter, the costs 
of a registered charge and perusal of the lease. The Council 
expressed its opinion on 10th July, 1919. In effecting a 
charge upon leaseholds registered under the Land Transfer 
Acts with a good leasehold title the solicitors acting for the 
person taking the charge was handed a copy of the lease and 
the land certificate. He perused the lease in addition to the 
title on the Register. The charge was effected by an instru- 
ment of charge under the Land Transfer Acts. The Council 
expressed the opinion that the solicitor was entitled to charge 
under Schedule 2, Part 2, of the Land Transfer Rules for com- 
pleting the charge, and under Schedule 2 of the Solicitors’ 

nuneration Order for perusing the lease. 

The third case concerned disbursements—fees paid to Lon- 
don agents for production of deeds—and the Council’s opinion 
here, too, was expressed on 10th July of last year. A solicitor 
inquired whether, when on a sale of property a vendor is repre- 
sented by country solicitors and the purchaser by solicitors 
practising in London, the latter are entitled to charge their 
clients in addition to the scale the fees paid to the London 
agents of the vendor’s solicitor for production of the title deeds 
and completion of the purchase at the London agent’s office. 
The Council expressed the opinion that such fees were, in the 
circumstances, a reasonable disbursement if (as the Council 
assumed) the result was to save the purchaser-at least as much 
in expense of journeys to the country to examine the deeds 
and for completion, or the fees of his own agent in the country. 

Our fourth case was another land registry matter, costs on 
purchase inducing registration. The Council expressed the 


opinion that on a purchase of freehold or leasehold land 
inducing registration a solicitor is entitled under the Land 
Transfer Rules to charge under Schedule 2 of the Solicitors’ 
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fee under Schedule 1 for investigating title and completing 
the purchase. The opinion of the Council was expressed on 
23rd October, 1919. . 

The last case, on which the Council also expressed its views. 
on 23rd October of last year, concerned the negotiating fee 
on a sale subject to consent of the Local Government Board. 
On a sale to a local authority of a building estate it was agreed 
that unless the consent of the Local Government Board was 
obtained by a certain date the contract should become void, 
and the purchaser should in that event pay the vendors’ soli- 
citors’ costs of and in connection with the sale and the agree- 
ment, and the business done thereunder up to and including 
the day when the agreement became void. The consent of the 
Local Government Board not having been obtained as pro- 
vided by the agreement, the vendors’ solicitors claimed to be 
entitled to charge the scale fee on the purchase money for 
negotiating the sale, in addition to their costs of the agreement 
under Schedule 2. The Council decided as between the parties 
that the sale not being completed no negotiating scale fee was 
chargeable, but that the charges for all work done should be 
made out under Schedule 2. 





The Nineteenth Amendment. 


A question of enormous constitutional importance to everyone in 
the United States is at present being keenly discussed by the 
lawyers in the great sister Republic. As everyone knows, it is 
not easy to make any amendments in the Constitution of the 


United States. In England the will of Parliament is law. When 
a statute has been duly passed by King, Lords and Commons, no 
law court can declare it ultra vires. Such is the doctrine that 
the sovereignty resides in Parliament, as declared by Professor 
Dicey in his authoritative treatise on the British Constitution. 
In the Colonies, of course, it is otherwise. There Parliament 
cannot alter their Constitution, except in such manner as the 
Imperial statute which creates the Constitution permits. If any 
amending statute is enacted, its validity may questioned in 
the law courts, and must ultimately be decided by the Judicial 
Committee of the Privy Council. 

In the United States, however, there are quite special difficulties 
in the way of amending the Constitution. That famous doctrine 
was drafted by the brilliant lawyer-statesman, ALEXANDER HamI1- 
TON, who was Washington's Secretary of State. HamiIitTon was a 
Conservative; indeed, not long ago, President Wooprow WILson, 
while acknowledging his greatness, denied that he was a “ great 
American.”” He was no true democrat, said the President. He 
wished to restrict the power of the people. In later years the 
same accusation has been levelled by some of his compatriots at 
President Wooprow Wrtson himself, but that is a domestic quarrel 
for Americans to settle among themselves. 

HamMILton was deeply impressed by the stability of the English 
Monarchy, with its iaccale of King, Lords and Commons. He 
wished to introduce into America at least some approximation 
to this stability. In other words, he wished to place a check on 
democracy, and so he arranged for a President, a Senate and a 
House of Representatives, each of which should be absolutely inde- 
endent of the other. He also meant to prevent all three com- 
bined from exercising full sovereignty in case they united together 
—against the people. So he limited the pa of Congress; he 
also limited the power of each State Legislature, and he tried to 
prevent any amendment of his carefully-devised Constitution by 
putting so many obstacles in the way of amendment that no 
one would ever try to get over them. In fact, only eighteen amend- 
ments have been enacted. A nineteenth has now been declared to 
be law, but doubts exist as to its validity. 

There are two alternative modes of amending the Constitution 
of the United States. For reason partly of tradition and partly 
of convenience, the one adopted in practice is usually this :— 
The amendment is passed through both Houses of Congress by a 
two-thirds majority. It is then submitted for ratification to each 
of the forty-eight States. Three-quarters of the forty-eight must 
ratify, i-¢., there must be thirty-six States which will carry, 
through an amending resolution in the form required their 
own State Constitution. An alternative plan is to have the pro- 
posal ratified by two-thirds of the electors, but to get this done is 
in practice impossible. So the method of submission to the 
separate States is the one adopted in almost every case. Each 
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the procedure provided in its own State Constitution. Hence 
questions may easily arise as to whether this procedure has been 
complied with. 

is is what has, in fact, happened in the case of the now 
famous Nineteenth Amendment. That was an amendment intro- 
ducing women suffrage into the Constitution for Congressional 
purposes. The thirty-fifth, thirty-sixth and thirty-seventh States 
to ratify are West Virginia, Tennessee and Vermont. In the 
case of Vermont no doubts exist as to the validity of the ratifica- 
tion. But in the case of West Virginia and Tennessee there are 
so many doubts that the question will doubtless come before the 
Supreme Court. Of course, another State may ratify in manner 
not open to dispute, and so give thirty-six unquestioned votes. But 
most of the remaining eleven States have defeating amendments, 
and are well-known opponents of the measure: they are to be 
found in the ‘‘ solid South’’ and in New England. So the 
validity of the votes in West Virginia and Tennessee is a matter 
of moment. ? 

The ratification of this amendment by Tennessee and West 
Virginia was in a manner which, according to the law of the 
particular States, was not effective as a legislative act. In the 
case of West Virginia it appears that the amendment was ratified 
after it had been defeated on a previous day of the same session 
and a motion to reconsider lost. The rules of the Senate of 
West Virginia provide that after a measure is defeated and a 
motion to reconsider is lost it cannot be again considered at that 
session. In the case of Tennessee a motion to reconsider was 
pending when the Governor certified that the resolution of ratifica- 
tion had been adopted. Whether the action of those opposed to rati- 
fication in going beyond the State and preventing action on the 
motion to reconsider constitutes a justification for the Governor's 
act may for the purposes of this editorial at least be regarded as 
doubtful. 

The recent case of Hawke v. Smith (40 Sup. Ct. Rep. 495) does 
not decide the question involved in the Tennessee and West Vir- 
ginia cases. In that case the Supreme Court held that the pro- 
vision in the Ohio Constitution for submitting any final action 
of the legislature to a referendum of the people was not applicable 
to a resolution ratifying an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States, since the Federal Constitution, and not the 
State Constitution, must determine what shall constitute a suf- 
ficient ratification. The Constitution provides that the ‘* legis- 
lature”’ should ratify, and the Supreme Court held that a referen- 
dum provision in a State Constitution did not make the vote of 
the people a necessary function of the legislative action. 

The Hawke decision seems really to lay emphasis on the reso- 
lution of ratification receiving the solemn and regular action of 
the legislature. The Court construes the meaning of that term 
to be the highest legislative body in the State proceeding regularly 
under its own rules. In other words, the Constitution of the 
United States, in the matter of amending the Constitution, exalts 
the legislature of each State to the point of supreme importance. 
It does not presume to dictate the manner in which that body 
shall proceed, but leaves the entire responsibility for accepting or 
rejecting a proposed amendment to the action of the legislature 
proceeding according to its own rules. 

Whether the Supreme Court will also recognise the various 
restrictions in State Constitutions prescribing special limitations 
of time and subject matter on the action of the legislature in 
adopting an amendment to the Federal Constitution is also 
still a matter of doubt. The Constitution of Missouri provides 
that the legislature shall not ratify an amendment to the United 
States Constitution which would deprive the people of Missouri 
of the right to regulate elections for State offices. Under the 
Constitution of Tennessee an amendment to the United States 
Constitution can only be ratified by a legislature chosen subse- 
quently to the ae of amendment to the several States. In 
this respect the following declaration of the Supreme Court in 
Haire v. Rice (204 U. 8. ) isin point. The Court said :— 

“This means that Congress, in designating the legislature as 
the agency to deal with the lands, intended such a legislature as 
would be established by the Constitution of the State. It was to 
a legislature whose powers were certain to be limited by the organic 
law, to a legislature as a parliamentary body acting within its 
lawful powers, and by parliamentary methods, and not to the 
collection of individuale who for the time being might happen to 
be members of that body, that the authority over these lands was 
given by the Enabling Act. Jt follows, therefore, that in executing 
the authority entrusted to it by Congress the legislature must act 
in subordination to the State Constitution.”’ 

To avoid the uncertainty and confusion that would result after 
@ general election by the participation in the election franchise 
of those who have not the right to vote, it is the purpose of all 
those who favour the extension of the franchise to women to bend 
every effort to secure the ratification of the Nineteenth Amend- 


ment by another State. The alternative would be to resubmit 
the matter to the careful consideration of the Secretary of State 
for the purpose of determining whether, in his opinion, there 
is any reasonable ground for the view that the amendment has not 
been properly ratified. The case of Fairchild v. Colby, involving 
all the questions discussed here and many others in respect to 
the validity of the Nineteenth Amendment, comes up at the October 
term of the Court of Appeals of the district of Columbia. It is 
hardly possible for the Supreme Court to reach the case in time 
for the general election in November. 

The personal views of the writer of this article are wholly 


immaterial. But we do not see the necessity for the undue haste 


and unseemly pressure by which the legislatures are pursued. 
The adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States is a solemn act, and the legislature of each State should 
be left free to determine this question” without the buttomholing 
and political clap-trap that have been employed in the passage of 
the last two amendments. Great — of this kind ought 


of the issue requires. 











Res Judicate 


Maintenance and Champerty. 


A BRrancu of the common law which still remains in a relatively 
unsettled state is that relating to maintenance and champerty. 
An interesting case on this point ie that of Ellis v. Torrington 
(1920, 1 K. B. 399; 63 Sorrerrors’ Journat, 725), where the Court 
of Appeal affirmed a decision of Mr. Justice Sarcant. Here a free 
hold tenement was the subject of three leases, (1) a headlease which 
expired on 25th December, 1917, (2) an underlease which expired 
on 18th December, and (3) a sub-underlease which expired on 
15th December. All three expired in the same year, nearly about 
the same date. There were in all three leases onerous covenants 
to repair and to yield up the premises in good repair. The sub- 
underlease became tated by assignment in the defendant to the 
action. His tenant on the same premises was bound to him by 
less onerous covenants. On 18th December he agreed to purchase 
the fee simple of the premises, with the benefit of the covenants 
in the headlease ; and in May they were, in fact, so conveyed to him. 
This obviously created an interesting situation, since the actual 
tenant thereby became the owner of the fee simple of the premises 
in which his immediate landlord was but an under-tenant. Well, 
the tenant failed to do his contractual repairs. The landlord 
threatened him with an action on his covenant. Thereupon the 
tenant took an assignment from the tenant’s immediate landlord 
of the benefit of the covenants to repair contaided in the sub- 
underlease, and commenced an action against him for breaches 
of those covenants. The question arose whether this assignment 
of unliquidated damages tor purposes of litigation was tainted 
with maintenance or champerty. But the answers appear to be 
twofold: the plaintiff has not merely a right of action to un- 
liquidated damages—he has also an interest in the property 
sufficient to support the tight to those damages. To purchase a 
mere right of action to unliquidated damages is void on grounds 


of an interest in property which is a fertile source of immediate 
right of action for unliquidated damages. But, in any case, to 
suggest a second plea, the tenant’s purchase was only in the nature 
of self-defence. Counter-attack—we “were all doubt ad nauseam. 
during the late war—is the best possible form of defence 





Seizure of Salary in Bankruptcy. 


Bankruptcy law contains some surprises. It is rather a surprise 
to find that the salary of an employed bankrupt can be attached 
in the hands of the employer, even without his presence at the 
hearing when the Court makes the order. Yet such an order was 
made by the Registrar and sustained by the judge (Mr. Justice 
Horrrpee) in Re Levy, Ex parte the Trustee (1920, 1 K. B. 674). 
Here a bankrupt, after his adjudication as such, entered into 
an agreement of service in writing for one year at a salary of 
£1,000 with a joint stock company. Subsequently the Registrar 
made an order under section 51 (2) of the Bankruptcy Act, 1914, 
that £300, out of a sum of £416 13s. 4d., due’to the bankrupt by 
the company as salary, should be paid by the company to the 
trugtee in bankruptcy. The only parties before the Court at that 
hearing were the trustee and the bankrupt. The company refused 
to pay, alleging that the bankrupt had broken his contract with 
them, and by his breach had so repudiated it as to disentitle him 
to salary; but on the facts this and other pleas of fact were 





disallowed by the judge. The Court, on motion by the trustee, 
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took the view that the sum of £300 was the property of the bank- 
rupt, and that therefore the trustee was entitled to an order for 
payment against the company. 


Court: Emergency Powers. 


A curious point under the Court Emergency Powers Act of 1914 
came before the Divisional Court on a county court appeal in 
Barker v. Phillips (64 Sottcrtors’ Journat, 83). The adminis- 
tratrix of a man who had been a member of a friendly society 
sued the society in the county court for the sum of £10, the funeral 
benefit to which members were entitled under the rules of the 
society. The society put in the defence that, as the subscriptions 
payable according to the rules of the society were in arrear, the 
policy had lapsed, and the society were not liable. The Court, held 
(1) that this was a good defence, and that the society were not seek- 
ing thereby to enforce the lapse of a policy to which sectjon 1, sub- 
section 1, of the Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 1914, applied ; 
(2) that the county court judge had® power to annex, as a con- 
dition of appeal, the sum claimed being below £20, that the 
society should pay the costs of the action and of the appeal in any 
event. 


Invalidity of Attachment Order. 


It need hardly be said that an order for attachment should be 
in clear and definite terms Yet this is not always recognized 
by those who draft these orders. Ie Weatherley (120 L. T. 431) is 
a case in point: here the Court of Appeal upset an order attaching 
a solicitor which was couched in decidedly indefinite terms. An 
order under ord. 52, r. 25, was made requiring W., a solicitor, 
to deliver to the applicant a cash account shewing all moneys 
received by him for or on account of the applicant, and to pay to 
the applicant ‘“‘ the amount due” from him to the applicant. 
The order did not shew that ‘‘ amount due ’’ was the amount due 
on the account, nor did it otherwise identify. it. W. did not 
deliver a cash account, nor did he pay the amount due,”’ and 
proceedings were taken to attach him The Court held that that 
part of the order which required W. to pay the ‘‘ amount due ”’ 
was too indefinite to be enforced by attachment; and that neither 
the order nor the proceedings for attac hment could be severed 
so as to allow of their being treated as-valid in respect of the order 
to deliver a cash account, and that, therefore, the proceedings for 
attachment were invalid 





Correspondence. 


The Vocation of a Solicitor. 

(7'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter} 

Sir,—Mortimer wis Gazelee’s Christian name. The. firm was 
Gumption & Gazelee, and had been thus, with variations, for 
a century 

The lady who wanted to marry Gazelee was a squire’s daughter, 
and took the advice of her cousin, the earl’s daughter. The earl’s 
daughter advised her cousin not to marry Gazelee, as she wanted 
to, and did marry Gazelee herself. Just look at Dr. Thorne again 
and you will find my recollection is yight 

A CORRESPONDENT 


Corpse Ways. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Jowrnal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—Mr. Hargreave’s letter and enclosure are very interesting 
I have often wondered what is the real origin of the curious 
superstition which undoubtedly existed, and perhaps still survives, 
in different parts of the country, that to allow a footpath or road 
to be used for the passage of a corpse raises an irrebutable pre 
sumption that the path or road is a public right of way. I have 
never heard of 2 toll being exacted as in the case referred to 
in the Addington Parish Magazine, but I have been told more 
to be used by the public by 
licence of the owner, but kept closed on one day in each year, and 
prohibited to -be used for funerals at any time. lest a public right 
of way should be acquired 
_ The only explanation of the belief that occurs to me is that 
in giving evidence in right-of way cases elderly inhabitants would 
be asked questions as to the occasional user as of public right of 
the disputed way many years*beforé, and they might well fix 
their recollection of such user on a particular occasion by remem- 
bering that the path in question was used on the occasion of 


A’s funeral, A being a friend or relative, and by giving evidence 
to that effect. A walking funeral party would naturally lighten 
their task by making use of any short cut they had a right to use. 
But perhaps someone else can give a better explanation. 
H. Lanerorp Lewis. 
4, New-square, Lincoln’s Inn. 





[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. ] 


Sir,—There is a road close to the Lizard Lights in Cornwall on 
which, so recently as last year, the passage of a corpse was denied 
on the ground that by so doing a right of way would be established. 

It occurred to me on hearing this that perhaps the reason inight 
be that if the right to carry a cdérpse along a road was refused, 
then no case could be established at any time of the road having 
been uninterruptedly used for all purposes. 

I shall be mterested to see what other explanation can be given 
of this curious custom, which I am informed exists in Yorkshire, 
and no doubt in other localities. 

A. T. CuMMINGs. 

Abchurch House, Sherborne-lane, King William-street, E.C. 4. 

October 20. 


“Concerning Solicitors.” 

[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 
Sir,—In your review of the interesting book entitled as above 
you quote the Gilbertian story recorded by Mr. Birrell in his pre- 
face to the effect that whereas when a clergyman is announced in 
the presence of a small company of English ladies and gentlemen 
there is ‘‘a slight bustle, a fittie flutter, a sensation,’’ nothing of 
the kind would happen if the same stranger were introduced as a 
‘ Solicitor of the High Court.’’ And Sir William Gilbert is said 
to have thought this to be exceedingly curious. It is indeed strange 
what mistakes lawyers make as to their own profession. Apparently 
neither Mr. Birrell, K.C., nor Sir William Gilbert, barrister-at- 
law, realized that the proper description of the stranger referred to 
should have been ‘ Solicitor of the Supreme Court.’’ This is 
almost as strange as the statement made by Lord Halsbury, ex- 
Lord Chancellor, and Editor of ‘‘ The Laws of England,’’ when 
opposing in the House of Lords the proposal for admission of 
women into the ranks of solicitors he distinguished present-day 
solicitors from present-day attorneys by saying that the latter pro- 

ceeded by writ of summons and the latter by petition. a 
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CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
House of Lords. 


SCOTTISH UNION AND NATIONAL INSURANCE CO. v. NEW 
ZEALAND AND AUSTRALIAN LAND CO. (LIM.). 28th and 29th 
June ; 22nd July. 

Revenve—Income Tax—Coroniat INcome Tax—RepayMent—DIVIDEND 
on Prererence Stock Par In FuLtL—CLatM By PREFERENCE SHARE- 
HOLDERS TO Participate 1x CoLconrat Repayment—Income Tax Act, 
1842 (5 & 6 Vict. c. 35), s. 54—Frvance Act, 1916 (6 & 7 Geo. 5, 
c. 24), 8. 3 
The respondent company, which carrying on business in the United 

Kingdom and also in New Zealand and Australia, = income tax im 

those countries as well aa in the United Kingdom. n paying the divi- 

dend on its 4 per cent. preference stock for the year ended 3lst March, 

1917, the company deducted income tax at the rate of 58. in the 2. It 

had paid income tax at the rate of 5s. in the £ on tts profits made in 

New Zealand and Australia, and had obtained in respect of that pay- 

ment a rebate of 18. 6d. in the £ under section 43 of the Finance Act, 

i916. The appellant company, as holders of £10,000 preference stock in 
the capital of the respondent company, claimed that the tax deducted 
from their dividend should be decreased pro rata with the repayment. 

Held, that the preference shareholders were not entitled to share 
in‘the benefit of the repayment, since it was a payment to the company 
and not to the individual shareholders. 


Rover v. South African Breweries (62 Sortcrrors’ JouRNAL, 636; 
1918. 2 CA. 233) overruled. 


Appeal from an interlocutor of the Second Division of the Court of 
Session pronounced in a special case stated at the instance of the respon- 
dents. The question for the determination of the Court was whether, in 
paying the dividend of 4 per cent. on its preference stock, the respondent 

ympany was entitled to deduct from the dividends paid in the United 
Kingdom income tax at the rate of 5s. in the £, or at the net rate to 
be ascertained by taking into account the amount of the tax repaid to 
the respondent company under section 43 of the Finance Act, 1916— 








1.¢., at the rate of 3s. 6d. in the £. The courts in Scotland held that 
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January, 1918, the steamer was sunk by a submarine | a i oad || Che plaintiff carried eneral « I tailoring and out 
i between the {dmiralty and the respondents that £82. 000 represented fitt i t Kiddern ter d in 1909 he nd his then partner 
; the sound valu: f the escdl at the tame of hee Ince. hut th. idn oe < | ‘ lef, ‘ » ta r’s itter n tant in the tailor 
y deducted from that eu £1.770 representing ti unrepmred damaa I Ur al ar Balas f £208 per annum and a commission 
T he respond nte daimed neon » that our Lies ate sppellants rer rders blained The parties entered nlo a writter agreement 
; senting the underwriters ‘ le ' | ement not to trade ' /Pposition wh on 
Held, that when a veasel insured against ym P f the sea wT Pacem w | the defendant that he would not . ay 
i Y hereafter the . . ‘ ,  ¢ art wi } ri 
f damaged by one of the risks covered by the policy, and hefore that gel bona . — f pany wil ” 
I. damag: was repaired was doat dur ng the currer » of the nolicy by a rtner . f sasiat + servar vr agent to any ‘ r person, 
n riak which was not covered by the poli y. then the cure r wha not | per 2 : . . : y way be directly ' indirectly o 
t liable for such unrepaired damage | . ! rades or businesses the trade or 
: ; : : 2 | busines f lressma reneral draper, mill r, hatter, habe 
d Decision of the Court of Appe al (122 L. 7 Re} 615) reveraed ma : ; A es = oe atin « 1 
o hud t Baill } ¢ . ay taste ¢ ‘ ! hes r children’s outfitter, at any place within 
qudgment of Bailhache, J (reported 1919, 2 K. B. 643), restored | +} ’ ’ l = Kidd 
f te p if 10 emplover’s place o siness at Kidder 
. 1 , | a t 1 Ht emmy ’ T | wee ywsin s at 
mK: ee by the insurance company who, with others, had subscribed plaintiff carried on all the various classe; of business 
&@ policy on the respondents ship Eastlands, which was lost under the nant, but the defendant acted as manager of the 
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ng | ne had nothing to do with the other depart 
ments. In March, 1919, he left the plaintiff's employment and set up 
business aS a tailor at Worcester, more than ten miles from Kidder 


minster. He, howe ipproached number of the plaintiff's cus 
tomers, and mads é for the t their orders, the clothes being 
tried on and de ed in Kidderminster Che plaintiff then brought 
this actior } ‘ y court for an injunction t strain the defen 
dant from uny breach of the agreement in future, and for 
damages for the breaches already committed Che county court judge 
held that t nt was wider than was necessary for the reason 
able protecti f the plaintiff, and that it as not severable He gave 
jud ment defendant On appeal, the Divisional! Court held that 
the covenant severable by limiting its operation to the trade: or 
busine | a tailor, that t ought t be severed nd ~ » severed was 
ot jectionable an 1 ought to be enforced The defendant appeale a 


Cur. adv. vult 

Tue Court allowed the appea 
Lord Srernpare, M.R., havi tated the facts of the case and read 
he agreement, said that it was not errous! contended on behalf of 
the plaintiff that the agreement could be supported to the full extent of 


ta terms, but it argued that the restriction as to the tailoring bus 


‘ 





neas could be s ed trom those relat ng t the other businesses, and 
that whe! . red it wa rea nable and valid agreement The 
case was tried in tl ounty court at Worcester, and the learned county 
court } ridge cde led t t the ntract is not severable, and was wider 
than us re ly necessar On appeal the Divisional Court held 
that tl t t erable at t when so severed and co 
fined to the tailor business, it was reasonable and valid. Judgment 
was therefore r for the plaintiff Iw questions therefore arose 
1) W the tract s¢ rable If the agreement, when cor 
fined to the tailoring business. valid’? Those were difficult question 
a the ‘ iired th ! y nl ' f ‘ prir ples 1) that of freed " 
f contra b h a person was held bound by h igreement 4 
that f | f by / | ver “wa ented f i 
restrail 4 nt from exer ergies r for himself 
ind ther t extent oreater tha ‘ SAI f I he pioyel pr 
tectior The ere a made 1 ! lifieult by an teration 1m the 
tenade f decisions on the subject, the earlier cases tending to the 
enforcement of the former pajnciple, and the later decisio especially 
those of Ma Provident Clothing Company (1913. A. C 729) and 
Herbert Mo I ited) vy Sarelhy 19l¢€ l A. ( 660 bein n 
favour of the stricter applicati f the latte: The result necessar 
followed that statements in me ms earlier ses required in the 
light of the ter decisions ¢ ler e modification before acceptance 
The doctrine of erability had heer much criticised by Fletcher 
Moulton, L.J., in Mason's case (supra), and by Neville. J n Goldgall 
(Jold 1 1914. 2 Ch. 603. 613 Those riticisms, however. were 
ot a pted | Court Appeal in Goldsall ( imar 1915. 1 
Ch. 292) . Sarcant. .J 7 as v. Walker (1914, 1 Ch. 413 
It was therefore still the law that a contract could be severed if tl 
several parts were independent f one another ind could be 
severed without affecting the meaning of the part remair That 
had been somet nes expressed, as by the Divisional Court in the present 
case, by saving that the eranice uld be effected if tl part severed 
could be ren ed running a blue pencil through it He (his lord 
ship) preferred t tatement of principle by Sargant. J n Nevan 
v Wal pr tp 123), v here expressed it as follows *T do 


not think that those remarks were intended to be applicable to cases 


where the tu ta of a enant pressed ir ich a way as to 


¢ y ’ j 7 , . 
amount . ‘ severance by the partie themselves and as to be 





substa lly « t to tw eparat enant It remained there 
tore t . lered hether the ! t t the pre t Case 

ua : oul t { ed a number f covenant 
ea relat parate trad \ rdir to the de in Morrie 
Vv. OMTeloy (su) naster could Vp e a restraint upor the actions 
of his servant to the extent necessary to protect himself against an 


improper use b the servant of the knowledge which he had a quired in 


per Lord Atkinson (1916, 1 A. C it pp. 700 and 


his mast 


702) and Ia 


S ser e 





rd Parker t p. 704 It was argued on behalf of the appel- 
ant. that no restraint could be good unless it was specifically stated to 
be limited to the acts described He [his lordship) did not agree wit] 
that ntentior still, any restraint bey ml what was necessary to pre 
vent ich practices, and especial! t nt against competition only 
was too wide It was necessary t camine the meaning of the agres 
ment as uns red in order to see whether it complied with the prin- 
ciples above stated, and then t ee whether the severance altered the 
original meaning and effect of the agreement, or only limited the sphere 


of its oper tior It was indorsed izgreement not to trade in opposition 
within @ radius of ten miles of Regent Honse, Kidderminster.”’ Thers 
d be little importance to be attached t the words as ti competi 
t in the agreement if they stood by themselves, because any restraint 
involved some prohibition against tradir pposition, but vas per 
missible to look at the circumstances in which the agreement was made 
to arrive at its meaning. It was a mmon form agreement required 
from the head of every department. and each such head was required 
to agree not to engage in the business any department, however 
distinct from that of his own, however unlikely or even impossible 
might be for such head to be brought into 
of the other departments. Apart from the evidence, it was clear that 





contact with the customers 


that was a scheme by which every head of a department was to be 
restrained from competition with the plaintiff even in the business of 





departments with the customers of which he was never brought int 
If so, it was an agreement not to trade in opposition, and not 


contact. 
an agreement to restrain the unfair use of secrets or knowledge of cus 
tomers acquired by the servant in the employer's service. To effect 
that object the retention of the restraint as to the whole business wa: 
necessary lo strike out all but the tailoring department w uld alte: 
ly the scope and intention of the agreement. He (his lordship 
f opinion that such a severance would not come within the prin 
ple stated by Sargant, J.. and therefore the agreement should not’ 'x 
severed. The agreement therefore was invalid, for as it stood it was 
far t wide. and it was unnecessary to consider whether it could be 
upheld if it were severed. ,The appeal would be allowed and judgment 
entered for the defendant, with costs 

Arkin, L.J., concurred 

Youncer, L.J., delivered a long and exhaustive judgment to the sar 
effect. reviewing the history of the doctrine of restraint of trade, and 
tracing the decisions in Mason vy. Provident Clothing Company and 
Morris Sarelby (supra) to the adoption and extension by the House 
f Lords of the test laid down by Lord Macnaghten in the V orden felt 
ase (1894. A. C.. at p. 566), distinguishing the cases of covenants be- 
tween vendor and purchaser from those between master and servant—a 
distinction which did not occur’ to ‘judges of an eariier day. Ih the 
light of those cases, al] the previously accepted rules as t6 the doctrine 
of severance required entire reconsideration. The contract, he held, was 
of severable, out, even if it were severed, it was a restraint against 
competition only, and still too wide to be reasonable.—CounseL, Dis- 
turnal. K.C.. and R. A. Willes; Compston, K.C., and PR. # Norne. 
Sonrctrrors. A. (. Dowding. for Pustace Roberts. Worcester: Milner a 
Ricktord, for H. G. lvens, Kidderminster 


{Reported by H. Layoronp Lewis, Barrieter-at-Law.} 








New Orders, &c. 


Ministry of Food Orders. 
'HE BACON, HAM AND LARD (SALES) ORDER, No. 2, 1920. 


\f the powers conferred upon him by the Ministry of Food 
Continuance Act, 1920, and of all other powers enabling him in that 
behalf, the Food Controller hereby orders that, except under the 
athority of the Food Controller, the following Regulations shall .be 


In exercise 


observed by all persons concerned 
l WV les t } har 1 lard a, A 
l rimum prices 7 ales of impor ead bacon, ham ane 2 
person shall not sell or offer or expose for sale or buy or offer to buy 


! 
uny imported bacon, ham or lard at prices exceeding the maximum 


ice under this Order 


prices provided bv or by not 


b) Until further notice the maximum prices shall be as follows 


i) On the occasion of a sale of imported bacon, ham or ard by 
un approved agent selling on account of the Food Controller to a 
nominated wholesaler, prices at the rates set out in Column “ A” of 
the First Schedule 

(ii) On the occasion of a sale of imported bacon, ham or lard by 
an approved agent selling ‘on account of the Food Controller to a 
person other than a nominated wholesaler, prices at the rates set out 
in Column “‘ B”’ of the First Schedule 

iii) On the occasion of a sale of imported bacon, ham or. lard, 

hich is not a sale by retail and also is not a sale to which sub- 
lause (i) or (ii) applies, subject to the provisions of Clause 16 (c), 
prices at the rates set out in the Second Schedule 

iv) On the occasion of a sale pf imported lard by retail, prices 
at the rates set out in the Third Schedule 

2. Cost of delivery under First and Second Schedules (a) The 
maximum prices prescribed in Part I. of the First Schedule, and Part I. 
of the Second Schedule are fixed on the basis that the cost of delivery 
to the buyer’s premises is borne by the buyer, and no sales of the kinds 

f bacon, ham or lard specified therein shall be made on any other basis. 

b) The maximum prices prescribed in Part II. of.the First Schedule 
and Parts IT. and III. of the Second Schedule are fixed on the basis that 
the cost of delivery to the buyer's premises is included in the price, and 
no sales of the kinds of bacon or ham specified therein shall be made on 
any other basis 
3. Terms of payment under First and Second Schedules.J—(e) On the 
occasion of a sale to which the First or Second Schedule applies the 
terms of sale shall be, at the seller’s option, either : 

(i) Payment before delivery, with discount at the rate of 5 per 
ent. per annum for two months. 

ii) Payment within 7 days of the date of invoice, with discount 
at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum for two months. 

(iii) Payment after 7 days of the date of invoice with discount 
at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum- for the unexpired portion of 
two months and 3 days from date of invoice. 

(+) For the purpose of this Clause ‘“ date of invoice *’ shall mean the 
date of sale or the date when the goods were ready for despatch to the 
buyer, whichever shall be the later. 
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4. Petmitted charge for wrappers on certain sales.}—Where on the 
yecasion of a sale other than :— 
a) a sale in original packages as imported, or 
6) a sale by retail ; 
the seller provides wrappers or other packing materials, the cost of the 
same may be charged to the buyer in addition to the prices prescribed 
under this Order; provided that such cost shall be shewn separately on 
the invoice and shall be refunded in full to the buyer on his returning 
the wrappers or packing materials to the seller in good condition, fai 
wear and tear excepted. 
5. Terme on retail sales.}—On the occasion of a sale to which th 
[Third Echedule of this Order applies :-— 
a) Where delivery is made at the request of the buyer otherwis« 
than at the seller’s premises, an additional charge may be made in 
respect of such delivery not exceeding a sum at the rate of 4d. per 


15. The Bacon, Ham and Lard (Sales) Order, 1920 [Revocation, S.R 
& O., 1920, Nos. 489, 682 and 1343], as amended is hereby reveked bu 
without prejudice to any proceedings in respect of any contraventio 
thereof 

16. (a) This Order may be cited as the Bacon, Ham and Lard (Sales 
Order, No. 2, 1920 

b) Except Clauses 6 and 9 this Order shall not apply to Ireland 

(c) This Order shall come into force on 15th September, 1920, excep 





lb. or any larger sum actually end properly paid by the seller for 


arriace 
b) No charge may be mad 
credit 

6. Invoices.}—On the occasion of a sale other than a sale by retail of 
any bacon, ham or lard, the seller shall give to the buyer an invoice, 
a curately stating (i) whether the bacon, ham or lard is imported or 
home-produced, and (ii) in the case of rmported bacon or ham the country 
of origin, and (iii) in the case of imported bacon or ham sold in un 
broken import packages other than bales, the name of the shipper’s 
brand 
7. Retailers to display prices.}—Every person selling imported lard 
by retail shall, so long as he has any imported lard for sale, display 
prominently at the place of sale a notice stating the maximum retai! 
price for the time being applicable under this Order 

8. Labels.}—(a) A person shall not expose for sale by retail any 
bacon, ham or lard unless such bacon, ham or lard bears at the time 
of exposure for sale a label accurately describing the same as ‘‘ im 
ported '’ or ‘‘ home-produced ’’ as the case may be, so as to be easily 
readable by the customers. 

(6) Where only home-produced or only imported bacon, ham or lard 
is exposed for sale on any slab, rail or counter, it shall be a sufficient 
compliance with the requirements of this clause if the slab, rail or 
counter bears in a conspicuous position such a label 

9. Prohibited cuts and processes.}—(a) A person shall not cure for 
the purposes of sale any cut of imported bacon or ham other than a 
cut specified in Part II. of the Second Schedule or prepare for sale 
any cut of imported bacon or ham cured in the United Kingdom by any 
process not specified against that cut in Part Il. of the Second Sche 
dule, or sell or buy except by retail any imported bacon or ham cured 
in the United Kingdom in any cut or prepared by any process not 
specified in Part II. of the Second Schedule. 

bh) A person shall not on the occasion of a sale other than a sale 
by retail sub-divide any cut of imported bacon or ham specified in 
Part II. of the Second Schedule, or prepare any such cut for sale by 
a process not specified against that cut in Part II. of the Second Sche 
dule, or sell or buy any such cut so sub-divided or prepared, except that 
on the occasion of a sale of a Wiltshire side to a retailer the saller 
may, at the written request of the retailer, cut the Wiltshire side and 
sell on behalf of the retailer any fore-end, middle or gammon obtained 
therefrom, provided that the seller shall keep a separate record of all 
such transactions. 

10. Records.}—Every person selling any bacon, ham or lard, in 
cluding any cuts from Wiltshire sides sold under the provisions of 
Clause 9 of this Order, shall produce all books of account, records and 
invoices to any person authorized by the Food Controller to inspect 
the same so far as is necessary for the purposes of shewing whether 
or not he is complying with the provisions of this Order. 

11. Fictitious transactions.|}—A person shall not, in connection with 
iny sale or disposition or proposed sale or disposition of any imported 
bacon, ham or lard, enter or offer to enter into any artificial or ficti 
tious transaction or make or demand any unreasoriable charge 

12. Exceptions.—Nothing in this Order shal! apply to sales of bacon, 

um or lard by a caterer for ——— as part of any meal pro 
vided by him in the ordinary course of his business as a caterer 

13. Interpretation.|}—The expression ‘‘ approved agent ’’ shall mean 
an agent approved by the Food Controller under this Order. 

The expression ‘‘ nominated wholesaler’’ shall mean a wholesale 
dealer for the time being nominated by the Food Controller under this 
Order. 

The expression ‘‘ bacon ’’ shall include shoulders and picnics, but 
shall not include pickled pork or cured pigs’ heads. 

The expression ‘‘ lard *’ shall not include neutral lard or compound 

The expression ‘‘ Pale dried ’’ with respect to bacon or ham shall 
mean 


yw packing, for packages or for giving 


a) stove dried or 
b) dried by free exposure to dry air for at least five days 
The expression ‘‘ imported ’’ shall mean, with respect to any bagor, 
ham or lard, cured or manufactured outside the United Kingdom or 
cured or manufactured in the United Kingdom from pigs raised out 
side the United Kingdom. 
The expression ‘‘ home-produced "’ shal] mean, with respect to any 
bacon, ham or lard, other than imported as defined. 
Lard which contains any imported lard shall be deemed to be im 
ported lard. 
14. Penalties.|}—Infringements of this Order are summary offences 
under the Ministry of Food (Continuance) Act, 1920. 











| that as respects sales of imported bacon and ham to which Part ITI 
f the Second Schedule ipplies this Order shall come into force on a 
| date to be prescribed by the Food | troller by Notice under this 
| Order : 
14th Septem! 
| Sheds 
} 
| rHE JAM (SALES) ORDER x 
| » fuenta rnd deacriptio A per nh i tL or offer 
ov expose for sale any jam unless the same ym p lie the followin 
1} s 
I vater solubk ract of jam shall not than 65 
per cent. of the total weight of such jam 
b) Not more than 10 per cent. of the jam measured by weight 
hall consist of added fruit juice 
Where more than one variety of fruit or vegetable is used 
| in the making of a jam (other than in the form of added fruit juice 
not exceeding the quantity specified in sub-clause (+ each such 
| must be mentioned in the description, but so that where 
| or fruits contained in ‘such jam is less than 25 per cent 
ital fruit content, the name of such fruit or fruits shall be 
in the description by the words Flavoured with’ in 
such form as to be easily readable by the buyer 
} 1) The provisions of sub-clause (c) shall not apply to jam sold 
inder fhe title of ‘‘ Mixed Jam” or “ Mixed Fruit Jam 
Notwithstanding the provisions of sub-clause jam made 
from rhubarb and preserved ginger may be sold under the descriy 
tion “ Rhubarb and Preserved Ginger" provided that the quantity 
of preserved ginger contained in such jam is not I than 20 ™ 
| ent. of the total fruit content 
Varmalade Without prejudice to the provisions of Clause 1, a 
per shall not sell or offer or expose for sale any art cle under the 
description of marmalade or under any description of which the word 
marmalade forms part, unless 
nly citrous fruits, citrous fruit juices dnd sugar or other 
sweetening substances have been used in the making thereof, o1 
*) each variety of fruit or vegetable used in the making thereof 
s mentioned in the description 
\ person si!) not ell or offer or expose for ile or deliver 
|] irsuant to any contract of sale whether by wholesale or by retaii, 
any jam in a container unless such container bears 
the name and address of the manufacturer of the jam, includ 
ng in the case of any jam imported from any of the British 
Ly minions beyond the eas the name of the Domin n and 
except where tt jam is packed in usual containers with a 
et mtent of 1 Ib > Ibs.. 3 Ibs., or 7 Ibs., the cuaranteed net 
ve ht i t ntents 
bh) A person shall not make or knowingly connive at the making of 
ul false statements ag to the matters set out in sub-clause (a) or alter 
deface any label or othe writing regarding such matters 
} dD an ereet) fion 
| Defer If im an eedings against a person in respect of a 
é r offer r exposure for sale of jam not made by him, it . proved 
| that an offence has beet nmitted, but the person harged with the 
} oft e pre s 
i ° 
| that he old ffered or ex posed for sale e jam in the 
ntainer in which he received it 
4) that he had no reason to believe that the jam did not, as 
respoct ntent, weight, description and labelling mply with the 
provisions of this Orde 
c) that he has given due notice to the prosecutor that he 
intends to relv on the provisions of this Claus« 
h person shall be entitled to be discharged from t prosecution, 


Samples for analysia A person authorized in that behalf by the 
Food Controller or a Commissioner to procure for analysis samples of 


| jam shall have all the powers of procuring samples conferred by the 


Sale of Food and Drugs Acts, and a person selling jam shall, on tender 
the price for the quantity which he shall reasonably require for the 


purpose of analysis, sell the same to him accordingly. 
6. Certificate of analyst In any proceedings in respect of an in 


fringement of this Order the production of the certificate of the prin 
ipal chemist of the Government Laboratories, or of an analyst 
appointed under the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts, shall be sufficient 
evidence of the facts therein stated unless the defendant shall require 
that the person who made the analysis shall be called as a witness. 
[he certificate of the principal chemist or of the analyst shall, so far 
as circumstances permit, be in the form required by the Sale of Food 
and Drugs Acts 
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| 
person sel ur produce books of 8. For the purposes of this Order the expression ‘‘ sale by retail 
é suthorize e Food | s mean any sale other than a sale to a person buying for the purpose 
‘ wry for the purposé of e-sale, and shall include any sale to a person for the purposes of a 
the pro ns of this | catering business carried on by him 
' l jal | ). Nothing in this Order shall apply to sales of canned salmon by a 
Ordet | caterer fet sumption as part of any meal provided by him in ths 
} irmalad rd e of his business as a caterer 
md W es t person 10. Infy we ents of this Order are s ummary offences under th: 
| D) nal | | Commis- | M of Food (Continuance) Act, 1920. 
} ‘ nted bi | i Con. | ll. 1 Canned Salmon (Prices) Order, 1919, is hereby revoked, “but 
! hout prejudice to any pro eedings in respect af any contravention 
) f , inde é 
\ I Order may be cited as the Canned Salmon (Prices 
e J P ) R. & O., N } U 1920 
j \ 120, but it} Chis Order shall come into force on the 7th October, 1920 
i Avent there f Octobe 
’ ‘ Schedul: i Pricea 
i Au 1 4, : 
rHE RICE (RETAIL PRICES) ORDER, 1920 
Notiae of Revocation 
ION (PRICES) ORDER, 192 In « ercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Ministry ot 
! I 1 (Continuance) Act, 1920 [S.R. & O., No. 404 of 1920], and of 
by e \ try { | all other powers enabling him in that behalf, the Food Controller hereby 
yA) ’ rs el him in revokes as on the Wth August, 1920, the Rice (Retail Prices) Order 
Cont r her iT that except under t 1920, but without prejudice to any proceedings in respect of any con 
( Reg sha de travention thereof 
. l x7 \ugust . 
! etne! i 
, ) expose for sale or buy or offer | Board of Trade Order. 
price Kix ! the maximum price for —— — , . . 
4 Orde | DEFENCE OF THE REALM 
t f a sale, ot! than a | [ue Loca, AuTHoRItiIes (GAS AND COAL) (SCOTLAND) OrnpeR, 1920. 
int i s ntainers of the kinds men . . 
Sc he iis Order, the maximum | I a ‘ I — powers q@uferred — me by Regu ation aj ae 
. al = e i the second column | “ th Regulation 233 of the Defence of the Realm Regulations, and 
| irrangemen ith the Board of Trade, | hereby order as follows : 
basis of the follow l) In this Order the expression ‘‘ Local Authority ’’ shall mean the 
wry the transaction Cou f a County or Burgh or any District Committee to which a 
Y Cour Council shall delegate its powers under the Coal (Emergency) 
t ca i 1 t I deliver) Order ie : 
ud jee terest not exceedit g | ) | hereb mfer and impose upon the Local Authority and upon 
le, whichever shall D® | such of their officers as they may designate or appoint for the purpose 
the powers and duties necessary to provide for the due discharge 
es vithin their district, in conformity with the Defence of the Realm 
| | ss quant s than ful] | Regulations f the functions assigned to Local Authorities by the 
1 to make an additional | Gas and | Emergency) Order, 1920, the Lighting, Heating and 
‘ sch antities. not exceeding a sum | Power (Emergency) Order, 4920, and the Coal (Emergency) Order, 1920. 
ner dozen containers in respect of the containers : \ny expenses incurred by a Local Authority in the execution 
of this Order shall be defrayed out of the public health general assess 
ment provided that such expenses sl not be reckoned in any calcula 
sas :, —n — © | tion as to the statut ry limit of that assessment 
: bh) Where any Local Authorities have combined for any of the pur- 
ed salmon imler the packer labe S, 4M | noses of this Order, any expenses incurred by these Local Authorities 
ile of hall ol er cent. to er the loss occa | under this Order shall be defrayed in such proportions as may be agreed 
rst, rusty rect ontainers to be made | yon, or in default of agreement as may be determined by me 
4) A District Committee, Parish Council, Education Authority or 
ad ‘ ditions other than the ther local body may make available without charge, or on such terms 
lyustment shall be made in the maximum price is may be agreed, to a Local Authority or to any Committee appointed 
bine om thy nic f a sale by tail of by the Authority iny of their premises and the services of any of 
their officers for the purposes of the Gas and Coal (Emergency) Order, 


re 
uiners of the kinds mentioned mm the first column 


Order the maximum price shall be the price set 1920 the Lighting Heating and Power (Emergency) Order, 1920. and 
he third cola the Schedule : he Coal (Emergency) Order, 1920 

, ; : . , be 5) This Order may be cited as the Local Authorities (Gas and Coal) 
iXimum pr < ‘dit r "ok DLSis of u r rollow Seotland) Order. 1920 
ns imely I< 101 ul « large sha 7 made 16th October 

ses or pa es for giving credit or for 

where an ed salmon is delivered at the en 
therwise than at the seller’s premises, an add } 


made in respect of such delivery not exceeding a ' Poisons and Pharmacy Regulaticns. 


per Ib. or rge n properly and actually s : 
ee = ' | Whereas by section 2 of the Poisons and Pharmacy Act, 1908, it 


irriage | by sec vA 

ing sanet s etail shall keep posted amongst other _things, enacted that ‘so much of the Pharmacy 

4 conspicuous , 0 un tof he cheneie wlaibie | Act, 1868, as makes it an offence for any person to sell or keep 
ghout the vw sions staaes sitetali Ginieee onlin ~ open shop fi the sale of poisons, unless he is a duly registered 
g wok ’ aera harmaceuti hemist or chemist and druggist, and conforms to 

ed for sal ‘ iting in plain words and | PU@tmaceutica ; eS . . 
nr annlicah this Order on a sale of | °°S" ations made under section one of that Act, shall not apply in 
: . : * | the case of poisonous substances to be used exclusively in agriculture 
“q . or horticulture for the destruction of insects, fungi or bacteria, or 
roller may from time to time by notice under this as sheep dips or weed killers which are poisonous by reason of their 
archer OF other pt for canned salmon containing arsenic, tobacco, or the alkaloids of tobacco, if the person 


%, In connection with the sale or proposed sale or | so selling or keeping open shop is duly licensed for the purpose under 
canned salmon, enter or offer to enter into any ficti- | this section by a local authority, and conforms to any regulations as to 
transaction or make or demand any unreasonable | the keeping, transporting and selling of poisons made under this 
section, but nothing in this section shall exempt any person so licensed 
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from the requirements of any other | if the Pharmacy Act 





1868, or of the Arsenic Act, 1851, relat isons and that “ His 
Majesty may by Order in Council make ns as t 
a) the granting of licences ut sectio and 





renewa rey ition extent and 


such licences; 


6) the duration 
production of 


Suspension 








and 
7) Ul iees > nargea ences ml r imspecti i 
pying of registet and 
the keep transporting is ! he } s sub 
sta S hich s cti ay 
ind generauy for the pur pose ri I this sect n into efiect 

And her as b Orders in ( ! lated res} tive 2nd Apr 
1909. and 10th November, 1911, certain Regulat hereinafter called 

the Principal Regulat ind certain add nali Regulat s ‘ 

vera made in pursuance of the said Act 

(nd t is exped t that rta fu ‘ iriations s|} d 
be mad n the Regulati numbered 14 of the ! R i 
. nied by the said Order in Cow lated 10th November, 191 

And hereas the provisions of section on I Rules Pul 
Act. 1! _ have been complied wit! 

N therefore His Majesty | i i ‘ H Pr 
Cour joth hereby make the Reculatior hich is hereunto annexed 
and doth hereby order that that Regulation d é to f e fort} 
with, and do continue in force until revoked ed by any Regula 
t vhich may hereafter be made under the said recited enactment 


12th Octobe 
REGULATION REFERRED TO IN THE 
IN COUNCIL 


PHARMACY 


FOREGOING ORDER 


PoIsONS AND Acr. 190 


The I owing 


Regulation shal In 





f the principal Regulations as varied by the Order in Com 
10th November, 1911 
{ poisonoug substance shall pot be except in a nclosed 
vessel or receptacle as received from the manufacturer hich 
essel t eptacle must be sufficier strength vithstar } 
usage, securely losed and free from leakage and=s di&tinct 
labelled with tl name f the substance and tl word * Poison 
and with the name and address of the seller, as provided 
section 17 f tl Pharmacy Act 1&8 ind als vith a notice 
the sp ial purpose for which it has been prepared For th D 
poses of th Regulation the persor n whose behalf any sale is 
? idk sh ] be ] Y d to be t} seller 





Societies. 
The Law Society. 
Continued fro 15 
THE LIVERPOOL MEETING—(cont 
PUESDAY’S PROCEEDINGS ntd 
LocaL RaTEs 

M: H. F. Brown, LL.B Mayor of Chester), read a paper entitled 
Rating of National Services conclusions as 
fallows 1) National police, publi 
health, main roads, and education, should be paid for wholly out of 
money raised by taxation as distinguished from rating 2) The loca 
administration of national services is not a privilege to be paid for; it | 


summarising his 


services, such as poor relief. 





a burden borne by 'ocal authorities and a relief to the Exchequer whicl 
otherwise would have to pay for services which are now rendered volun 
taril) 5) It is a fallacy to suppose that by making local authorities 


contribute largely to the cost of national services economy is secured 
the present divided responsibility leads to extravagance. (4) Expend 
ture on national services is prescribed by Parliament and Official D: 


partments which it has created. They take no account of money pri 


vided out of the rates; local authorities take no account of money p1 

vided out of the taxes. The cost of national services is therefore glossed 
over, to the detriment both of the taxpayer and the ratepayer. (5) Loca 
administration of national services at the cost of the State has been 


proved to be practicable, and it would tend to economy 
it 18 an Injusti e 


(6) Although 
that owners or occupiers of real property should make 
an extra contribution towards the cost of national 
cies of : 


services, the exigen 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer and the fear of doing anything 
to benefit landowners will compel them to make such contribution, and 
it can best be done by an additional tax under Schedule “ A,”’ not re- 
coverable by the occupier. This will of course be uniform throughout 
the country, and should be fixed for a series of years. (7) Subject to 
such extra tax, the whole cost of national services should be provided 
by the State, and rates should be levied for local services only. I see 
no reason why a maximum rate should not be prescribed. (8) Services 
other than those that are carried out and controlled almost entirely by 
local authorities in the interests of their respective localities should be 
deemed national. It behoves local authorities to bestir themselves; a 
rate exceeding 20s. in the £ is already in being. and Departmenta! 
officials act as if to the taxable and rateable capacity of the com 
There are already cities too expensive for 


munity there were no end 

















ASSURANCE. 
INCORPORATED A.D. 1720, BICENTENARY A.D. 1920. 
tIRE, LIFE, SEA ACCIDENT, THE CORPORATION ACIS 

PLATE GLASS, BURGLARY, LIVE 
SiOCK MPLOYERS LIABILITY, AS TRUSTEE vt WILLS AND 
ANNUITIES iHikD PAKTY ; 
i CAR Ir T, BOILER, SETTLEMENTS, EXECUTOR 
HiN#RY FIVUELITY 
LARANILEES OF WILI 
Apply for full particulars of all classes o« Insurance to the Secretary 
HEAD Orrick ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, E.C, 3. 
Law Courts Brancu: 29 & 30, HIGH HOLBORN, W.C. 1. 
ndust - I t t ® peop every ing they ask 
l I pul irs na pres ore upon t No nation has 
. ¥ ed into pros We ‘ " \ ind fit for 
er i i ‘ u ‘ ere 
l i'l I ed i l 1@ papel lid not address 
eit p i is suabie pape and would 
nmend seit ‘ w and thers interested in municipa 
. rol ReEMUNBRATI 


M J. L. Wit I read a paper t subject, in the 
irse of hi Liter ha r red to the efforts hich were success- 
, nad 1807 | he Soci Gentleman Practitioners to obtain 
an increase in the remuneration of solicitors, he submitted that no 
adequate and satisfactory increas¢ uld be secured by merely adding 


increases to the present harges. That would be simply 
perpetuati g a bad system A new system was required Mr. C. L. 
Samson, the president of the Society, in his address at the meeting at 
1913, urged that it would be more convenient to the solicitor 


percentage item 


satisfactory to the clients if the system of charging a single 


n could be introduced 


andi more 


r an entire transact He also advocated 


the extension of the powers of contracting with clients in matters involv 
tigation. In the annual report of the same year the Council stated 
they had taken the opinion of Sir Robert Finlay and Mr. J. D 
Crawford, who had advised that a solicitor’s bill, in order to meet the 


f the Solicitors Act, 1843, must shew the fees, charges 


rements 


1 disbursements which the s ylicitor was Isking the client to pay, and 





i pal tro St on 4 of the Solicitors Act, 187 and section 8 of 

e Remuneration Act of 1881, there was no valid payment of a bill 
ss su a bill had been rendere®, and that if there had been no 

r by the client he was not precluded by payment from opening 

e | But there was no reason in principle why a client should not 
f had full knowledge of the work which had been done, and if 
r ul be I unfair dealing, be able to waive the delivery of. the 
be settled, a clause which might be added to the bill. “Counse 
sidered that if such clau#e was brought to the ient se notice he 

i not be entitled sul sequentiy to re-open the bill if the charges wer 

ur and reasonable, and if there had been no fraud, pressure or in 
stice rhe report stated that the Council were of opinion that the 
ractice of the delivery of a lump sum bill without priced details and 
items was @ growing and convenient practice, and should be facilitated 
allowing a solicitor the event of taxation to supplement the bill 

a statement of the nature and amount of the business done, she ving 

e skill, labour and responsibility involved, but that thi uld not be 
ted without legislation, and that they were not prepared to a yply 
Parliament for that purpose The Counci vere onsider 
the matter, and were deferring a report until after’ an 
portunity had been afforded them of nferrir with the pro- 
representatives the Society He \I Williams) be 

1 that owing to the r no such report | been made 
After stating the action that id since been take ind referring to 
Order which had been made dealing with remuneration, he said he 
igh t would be agreed that the results obtained were quite in 


fession It seemed 
that familiar in 
which was generally acceptable to clients 
n each transaction. Obviously 
th the bad, and in many « 


legitimate demands of the pr 
proper system of 
of othe protessions 


meet the 


m that the remuneration was 


Vaiue involy ed 


take the good w 


irge irying with the 


ild have t« 


ases 


t remuneration would prove to be idequ but, on the whole, the 

results would be advantageous, apart from the fact that much of the 

‘ d trouble at present involved would be avoided. He appreciated 

the system he advocated was not free from difficulty, as there 

must uses in which a solicitor, though strictly entitled to charge a 

scale fee, might not feel himself justified in doing so. Such cases, even 

se, and would have to be dealt with on their merits. He could 

igree that it was useless to prescribe a scale unless it could be com 

p nr enforced on all solicitors. Surely it was better to have a 

st d which would adequately govern most transactions, at any 
rather than to have no proper standard at all. Order 65, r 
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provides that, in ar use where a judge shall award costs to any party, 
the order may direct payment of a sum in lieu of taxed costs. He 
suggested that it would be advantageous to allow a solicitor the option 
yf submitting to e taxing mast« tatement accompanied by the 
pape in ¢t t 1 alle e taxin ster to assess the 
mount f the " The need was ent, and he suggested that the 
Council should isked to consider nce the practicability of an ex 
si0! tl 1 remuneration by ad valorem s under the 
rovisions of the Re ineration Act nd the revist t the existing 
“ sa | x lu I 1882 Orde ind, in view of 
es d itt aod i 
LecaL Ps DURE IN LITIGATION BE FEN CROWN AND SUBJECT 
Mr. Joun Paxton (Liverpool) read a paper with this title, in which 


he referred to the recent judgment of the House of Lords in the case of 


if y-Cleneral De Keyaer’s Ro Hotel (Limited), and said that 
days, sooner or later most peopl business were brought into 
l e Government D iunother, and found it de 
Sur ‘ ») take lega ul Vice s t fits obdiigations arising ut o! 
ra ichons with the ts ernment After dealing very full with the 
iw nd pre dure é ing litigat etween the ¢ row! and subj 
ipmitted that the ape ial remedies f the (Cr n ft recovel judg 
nent and enforce execution should be al shed, or, at any rate, con 
fined to exceptional cas The special privileges of the Crown in 
litigation should be carefu nsidered d such as ot clearly 
required for the protection of the pub ebolished If he was correct 
n the opin that no Government ild reasonably be expected to 
initiate the necessary reform, the quest emained whether the time 
was ripe f the Society to take up the subject seriously and put 
prestuire uj the Government to do what was necessary 
Mr. J. W. Retp remarked that the matter had been referred to by 
the President in his address. With a view to strengthening the hands 
of the Council he would move as a r nmendation to them to take 
to consideration Mr. Paxton’s paper with a view to seeing whether 
not anything uld be done to approa the authorities on this 


Mr. J. H. Cooxe (President of the Chester and N Wales Law 


seconded the motion, which wa arried 
OTHER PAPER 


lr. P. Atwyne Bax read a pape Simplification of Procedure 


the H Court und Mr. Jam J. Dopp read a paper on Sim 
p ihcation and Speed ng-up of Lit tior These we hope to notice 
hereat te 
RECEPTION 
In the aft oon of Tuesday a rece; is held b. Lady Gray-Hill 
i Sir Norn H id Lady Hill at Mere Hall, Noctorum, Birken 
read 
[THEATRE 
Che Liverpool Law Society invited the members as thei« guests to the 
Koyal Court Theatre in the evening, when Mr. Martin Harvey, supported 
by Miss de Silva and mpany, appeared mn rhe Only Way “ 


ATHERTONS 


LIMITED, 
63 & 64, Chancery Lane, LONDON, W.C. 


THE ONLY RECOGNISED LAW PARTNERSHIP, 
SUCCESSION, AND AMALGAMATION AGENTS 
WHO HAVE ARRANGED PERSONALLY MOST 
OF THE IMPORTANT CHANGES IN LEGAL 
PRACTICES FOR YEARS PAST, 


Correspondence and Consultations invited in strict confidence. 


Telephone ; 2482 Holborn. Telegrams : “ Alacrious, Loidon,” 


ATHERTONS 


LIMITED ! 
63 & 64, Chancery Lane, LONDON, W.C. 





vccommodation, and so forth Much of the mischief of the Acts would 
mg outlast them, and could never in our time be undone 

Mr. F. J, Wein (Liverpool) agreed that the Act of 1910 was re 
sponsible to a great extent for the prevailing shortness of house 
commodation. 

Mr. C. E. Barry (Bristol) criticised the Act very severely. 
| Mr. D. L, Powett (Bridgend) said the reader of the paper had 
simply given his own interpretation of the clauses of the Acts. Speak- 
ng of the defects of the Acts, he said that, in a case in which he had 
wcted, the tenant of a house, a bachelor, occupied it and the landlord 
ipplied to the county court for possession. The landlord was a 
narried man with a family and wanted to live in the house, but the 
judge refused to make the necessary order. There were many other 
lefects 

The PRESIDENT said he must bring the discussion to a close, other 
wise it might continue interminably. The points which had been 
referred to, and almost the whole of the difficulties which had arisen 
j practice under the Act, had been very carefully considered by the 
Associated Provincial Law Societies and the Council of the Law 
Society, and they were duly collated and submitted to the Minister in 
‘harge of the Bill. The Minister considered it most important that 
they should have attention, with the result that the Bill was rush 
through in the next three days without the slightest alteration. It was 
the worst Act. that any of them had ever seen emanate from the British 
Legislature, and that was saying a good deal. Who drafted it he did 
not know, but he hoped he would never draft another. 

PRINCIPLES OF PROPRIETORSHIP IN PROPERTY. 


Mr. J. W. Rerp read a paper on this —_, in the course of which 





WEDNESDAY'S PROCEEDINGS 


SruDY OF PRivAT& [NTERNATIONAL Law. 
Mr. E. Lestiz Bure, LL.D., read a paper entitled Che Grow- | 
ing Importance of the Study of Private Internationa! Law 
A discussio sued, in which Mr. H. D. Borrererr, Mr. C. L. | 
Norpon, and Mr. G. E. Hucues (Bath) took part 
Sir Norman Hutu said he thought the idea thut Dr. Burgin had put 
forward explained the problem better than by a reference to conflict of { 
laws. W equired was not a specialist knowledge of Dicey’s | 
book, but ral appreciation of the wide principles underlying the 
subject 


Rent Restriction Acts 


Mr. E. A. ALEXANDER read a paper upon this subje: He gave a 
history of lew: ition regard to the matter He observed that the 
Bill introduced by the Government was a miracle o° bad draftsman 


i practically every householder 
legislation ought to be couched in the simplest of terms; the new Bill 
layman, and, thanks to the amendments 
nade during its passage through Parliament, its last estate was worse 
han ite first Some of its many obscurities were now being discuased 
the professional newspapers. He did not think that any of those 
present would dissent from the « Salisburv's 
ymmittee and of the Government that, in view of the present 
state of uneducated could only be raised 
gradual! und that the Acts ought not to lapse, but that during 
their continuance rents should be increased. But the policy of extend- 
ing the Acts to still larger houses was, in his opinion, wholly bad. He 
ilrew attention to various defecte in the four Acts, and stated what 
appeared to him to be the cumulative effect thereof, such as the in- 
justice to people who had invested in small houses, that the working 
man had imbibed false economic ideas, the discouragement of private 
building industry, the inefficient use of existing 


ship. On a subject so intimately affecting 


is most uninte} 


igible to the 


lusions of Lord 


public opinion, rents 


enterprise in thy 





THE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL, 


WuHeN CALLED UPON TO ADVISE AS TO LEGACIES, PLEASE DO NOT 
FORGET THE CLAIMS OF THE MIDDLESEX HOosPiTAL, 
WuICH IS URGENTLY IN NEED OF FonDs FoR ITs HUMANE Work. 


he said : ‘‘ When you have clothed, fed, educated, supported, married 
und otherwise provided for ‘ certain privileged people’ at the expense 
of what you choose to call the ‘ propertied oom,’ or professional 
classes, or middle classes, will you find that your nation consists of 
better men or better women’? Or will you find that, by the example 
you have set, in the process of stealing (by taxation or otherwise) from 
the propertied classes, you have utterly demoralized the rest of the 
community.” 

, Contracts For Sate or Lanp. 

Mr. W. Artuvr Bricnut read a paper entitled ‘‘ Contracts for Sale 
of Land : ‘ The Use and Abuse of Printed Conditions of Sale.’’’ He 
said in conclusion that the objections to the use of the common form 

» public sale conditions in contracts for sale by private treaty were : 
(1) In the approval of ‘the draft document the purchaser’s solicitor was 
under a disadvantage should he not be a member of the particular 
law society whose conditions of sale were submitted to him by the 
vendor's solicitor. The vendor's solicitor who prepared the contract 
knew the property, and it was submitted that the purchaser’s solicitor 
should not have to labour through innumerable clauses in the public 
conditions of sale which the vendor's solicitor must know were in- 
applicable in the case of the particular property. (2) The document, 


| when presented for signature to his client, was elaborate and lengthy, 


and contained many clauses totally irrelevant to the particular property 
which his client desired to purchase. After all, it was very desirable 
that the client should fully understand the exact terms of the document 
he was asked to sign. (3) Thére was a danger of the parties not being 
ad idem, owing to the purchaser’s solicitor not having put the true 
construction on some particular local technical condition, as these condi- 
tions often contained clauses very different from those in the usual 
contracts. (4) There might be no contract between the parties at all. 
A general form of condition of sale adopted by all the law societies 
in the country might possibly meet the difficulty, but the adoption of 
such a form was open to many objections which it was unnecessary to 
elaborate. 

A discussion followed, the speakers being Mr. J. W. Reid, Mr. Coley, 
Mr. Arthur Draycott (Liverpool), Mr. Cooke, Mr. Alexander, and Mr. 
W. Raywood (Kidderminster). 

Trapve Unton Law. 
Mr. J. Scorr Dockers read a paper entitled ‘‘ Recent Tendencies in 


Trade Union Law.”’ 
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ay 


Tue PResiwent’s Appress—‘‘ Trwes * Criticism. , 


Mr. H. H. Scorr (Gloucester) called attention to a leading article 
which had appeared in the 7'imes of that date, and suggested that the 
President should reply to the criticisms it contained 

The PresipEnt said he had not been able yet to read the article care- 
fully. It questioned the figures he had given in regard to the increas 
ing number of civil servants. He had obtained the figures from th 
Hansard report of a debate in the House of Commons. It had not 
been contradicted by the Government, and he had assumed that it was 
substantially correct. He was sorry if he had made a mistake in 
respect As to the Public Trustee, he was pertex tly certain that the 
whole of his criticism with regard to the Public Trustee Department 
was based on absolute fact, and on the experience of a great many 

ple, including himself. The leader writer of the 7 times must remer 


; ; 
} 





er that there was a Departmental Committee upon all these matters 
The witnesses before that Committee were servants in the Depart 
and he concluded that their statements were correct. He thought the 
Times criticism a very fair one. It rather agreed with what he had sane 
as to the evil of bureaucracy, which was, after all, the point he wanted 
to create. We had, in this country, raised a Frankenstein monster 
that was going to contro] us 

MEMBERSHIP OF THE SOCIETY 

Mr. W. H. T. Brown said he had circularized the Associated I: 
vincial Law Societies with regard to the subject of compulsory meml 
ship of the Seciety for all solicitors, and had ascertained that, in 
main, it would be acceptable, 


Mr. R. C. Nessirt said the subject had been engaging the attent 
of the Council, who had appointed a committee to deal with it. Th 
committee had reported, and the Council had adopted their report, but 
the Council had arrived at no conclusion, and were waiting until t 
views of the Associated Provincial Law Societies had been received 


He himself was strongly of opinion that membership should be comp 
sory. About three-fifths of the solicitors were members of the Societ 
There were only 9.000 members of the Society out of the 15,000 
on the roll. The whole expense of the work done by the Society w 
borne by its members, though every solicitor profited by such work—h 
might mention the matter of the recent increase in their remuneratio 
The Society was constantly consulted by the authorities on matters 
which the Council had special knowledge, and it performed a numbe) 
of duties which were not only beneficial to the profession but to th: 


publi« Compulsory membership would give the Society control ov 
every solicitor. The Society had statutory powers to deal with offen 
arising from professional misconduct, but it had not complete powers | 
in matters which fell short of such offences Snch cases where 
members were concerned conid be dealt with by the Society, and 
would like them to have that power over the whole profession 

Mr. Atpxanper, Mr. S. Carte Davis (Plymouth), and Mr. D. L 
Powe tt (Bridgend) also spoke in favour of compulsory membership | 


Vores or THANKS 
The meeting was brought to an end by the passing of number of 
votes of thanks to the Liverpool Incorporated Law Society, the Chester 
and North Wales Law Society, Mr. Graham Kenion (the hon. secré 
tary), and to the many others, including the readers of papers, who had 
contributed to make the meeting a success 
3ANQUET 

In the evening a banquet was held at the Exchange Hotel, Sir Norman | 
Hill, Bart (President of the Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool), | 
taking the chair The Lord Chancellor was to have been the 
principal guest, but owing to the ear trouble from which he 
was suffering, he was forbidden to travel by his medical 
advisers Among the guests were The Master of the Roll: 
Lord Mersey, Mr. Justice Eve, Mr. Justice Swift, Sir Cland 
Schuster, K.C.B., Mr. Roger Lawrence, K.C. (vice-chairman, Count 
Palatine, Lancaster), Sir W. F. Kyffin-Taylor (Presiding Judge, Live: 
pool Court of Passage), Mr. E. G. Hemmerde, K.C. (Recorder of 
Liverpool), His Honoar Judge Thomas, Mr. Stewart Deacon (Stipendiary 
Magistrate), Sir Francis Danson, Lt.-Col. Nathan Raw, M.P., Sir W 
Watson Rutherford, M.P., Sir Francis Danson, K.B.E., Mr. A. M. Sin 
(chairman, Liverpool Stock Exchange), Mr. J. P. Rudolph (chairmar 
Council of Liverpool Chamber of Commerce), Col. H. Concannon (chair. | 
man, Liverpool Steamship Owners’ Association), Mr. W. M. Simpson | 
(Postmaster of Liverpool), the President of the Law Society (Mr. C. H 
Morton), Mr. J. J ) Botterill (Vice-president, Law Society). Mr 
John L. Williams, Mr. L. Hugh Jones, Mr. J. C. Bromfield (Vici 
president, Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool), Mr. Dudley Hart 
(President, Manchester Law Society), Sir C. E. Longmore, K.C.B., Mr. | 
A. H. Uoley, Mr. R. W. Dibdin, Mr. W. A. Weightman, Mr. Fra 
Weld (Hon. Treasurer), and Mr. J. Graham Kenion (Hon. Secretary 
Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool!) 

The CHAIRMAN proposed the toast, “ The Lord Chancellor and His 
Majesty’s Judges of the Supreme Court.’ 

The Master or THe Rotts, in responding, referred to the regrettabl: 
absence of the Lord Chancellor and ite cause. He said he did not 
remember that a Lord Chancelor had ever come from Liverpool before 
or one who had attained the position at such an early age as Lord 
Birkenhead. Even his temporary absence through illness from the busi 
ness of the country was a misfortune. During the time he had held 
office he had made a considerable number of appointments, and 











member of the legal profession would quarrel with any of them 
Liverpool had had its share lately of judges—Mr. Justice Horridge 
Mr. Justice Greer, Mr. Justice Lawrence, and Mr. Justice Rigby Swift 
He claimed the judges always tried to do their best at th jol 
that was set befote them. Possibly they did not always succeed, but 





‘ ‘ 





certainly they always did their best Credit could also be claimed for 
their impartiality | no greater tribute could be paid to them in that 
respect than that henever the any specially difficult matter t 
be referred to a spe mmittee, it as a judge who was chosen t 
pres Phat a 1} ctice I ish to see pur ied more tha 
was absolutely necessary, becaus« removed judges from their prop 
rk, and also because it was \ 1iffi t in such cases to prevent 
judge from being mixed up with pub ind political affairs, and it was of 
é st importa that a judge should sit entirely apart and 
, i f , nents Chere t he held that, on al! 
ns t vas proposed to enlist their services th most 
efu rut ild be given to the circumstances to determine that 
the issistance is abs ely necessary 
M Jus I so responded, observing that there never had been 
e wl naintenance of the judiciary as an impartial arbiter between 
e Execut nd the individual was more essential than to-day In 
s ed difficulty the Executive had imposed limitations 
the ind lu berty and ghts of the subject h were un 
ed the vy of t iter centuries, and in modern legisla 
< , sable tende to substitute for the competitive 
ft the ! lual the ener Pat ng and levelling monotony f 
st « ‘ ! nd to di irawe if not endanger the activity prom pting 
| I the Empire had been built up He ques 
} the n mum wage being doubtful not or is to 
ib ulvantage to the community at large, but even 
is t vhether it would ultimately benefit those who were te mporarily 
enjoy the advantage of it. He mistrusted, too, the State's invasion of 
areas wl had hitherto bee ept efficient by the vitalising stimulant 
of strenuous individualism, especially in a community in the very bones 
f wh if bred a hatred of bureaucracy, an intoleran of unneces 
ary and irritating restrair i the sporting instinct that in the race 
f life the prizes iia to those wl best deserved them 
Mr. Justice Ricay Swirr al replied to the toast 
Che CHAIRMAN proposing the toast of ‘‘ The Law Society,"’ said 
e Society had led the iv in the establishment of a sound system of 
educatior ind it had maintained amongst its members a high 
standard of profs ma nour It had fought hard to maintain the 
’ ts and interests of the profession, but it had ever been mindful 
t the law was made f ! n and not the nation for the lawyers 
Che Prestpent of the Law Societ n acknowledging the toast, said 
| that the Society did very mu for the profession and for the public 
ind it must not be forgotten that it had no legislative power. The 
Society could or suggest The Council might obtain an interview with 
» Minister of the Crowr the head of a department, and the pre 
lent, w f leagu attended and explained the 
ise He va " £ politery tened t the interview as brought to 
in early me. and nothir mor vas done sut, in the ng run, the 
( W mana 1 hie me measure of su pess One phase of the 
4 | ‘ e (Cor a " b namely. the continual and ireful 
scrutiny f tles of practice and. in particular, of Bil in Parliament 
This self-imposed task was ! t onerous one, whicl alled for pains 
taking indust rreat 1M i ind a complete knowledge f the i} 
j Tt was of creat value to the community It led to the elimina 
tion of objecti ble clauses, and made the measures considered more 
workable nd usefu! If ghe Society were to cease to exist ite disappear 
ul vould be immediately felt, not only by its own members, but by 
the pu The wor f the Society in the prevention of what might 
be irmtu i u 1 nportant as the matter of const ' It 
i . ore and imp riant wor not vithatanding occasional! set backs 
1d disappointments to the S t elf He claimed that the Conneil 
as trulv representative f the protession 
Lord Mers! esnponded the toast of “ The Vis 
ENTERTAINMENT 


In the afternoon of Wednesda. in organ recital er n St 
teorge’s Hal and on T} ursd there were a number 
and other place nm a lance with the arra ments which 


cursions to 


( 
Chester 
} ud beer mnoun ed 


Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


lhe annual general meeting of this association was held at St. Georg 
Hal Liverpool] Wednesday 6th October Mr A Copeor Peake 
Leeds. chairman of the board) presiding 

The report stated that the income of the general fand for the year 
smounted to £7,288 9s. 1d.. made up of new subscriptions, renewals, 
dividends, and donations would be seen that the amount received 
from donations was the smallest am for many years. No special 
ippeal had been made during the past two years, but to meet the in 
reased grants necessitated by existing circumstances a much larger 
sum would be required in future The total relief granted during the 
vear amounted to £8,318 5s. This amount was made up as follows 
216 grants from the general funds, on account of which £6,506 5s. had 
been paid. £2,222 10s. was given to members and families of mem 
bers. and £4,283 15s. non-members and families of non-members. £88 
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to the three recipients of the ** Hollams Annuities ” ; £W to the re- 
ipient of the “‘ Victoria Jubilee Annuity (1887) £39 to the re 
cipient of the ‘“‘ Henry Morten Cotton Annuity ”’ ; £30 to the recipient 
of the “ Christopher Annuity £60 to the two recipients of the 

Humfrys Annuities £40 to the recipient of the “ Beale Annuity "’; 
and £200 to the recipients of th Edward ht Annuities 
was paid to pensioners fron Victoria Pension Fund”; £208 to 


annuitants under the Kinder I 5 me grant smountitr to 
£52 vas made ror the snecia elief f d nr ted with the Kin- 
derley Trust £175 to annuitants f f te Miss Ellen Reardon’s 
bequest ; £300 to three recipient f t Wilton Fund Annuities ’’; 
and £360 to s pients of Andre Fund Annuities.’ The total 
umount er em be SS 4 26 10s. and t members 
£4,791 15s 

The cha t ri na tne i rt? epor ind a munts 
made a very earnest appeal for more a ia) subscribers, especially as 
there were sixtv fewer subscribers t t ut time Mat year He 
referred to the fact that the as i ul ¢ eeded their income, and 

consideratt f the great increase the t of ing, expressed a 
wish that tl neces should } ré 1, im the « f l s or 
dependents of members f d £70 1a und of 
nembers £40 £50 . 


L. W. Hickl ‘ nded the t I ‘ va earr i wu 


United Law Society. 
] Middle rempl Commo 


< t na 
Mr. C. J . Jack | ed iM . mY econded 
the f ' } ed That } 
I ted | . ' rds its de« at the de f\M Wyn 
Edwin B < By j Pound Lue 
| rn ‘ ‘ t ! } ~ ler na ‘ 
he Art 1 Cle Debati ~“ t l es t r t 
member ‘ ft ’ e Mr B te il tl i 
the , Mr. ¢ W. Fi ! i I € su turnis i 
I he A he Pole ha ed Chauvir 
} t ' s | threate | ‘ I he i i ‘ 
rdrawv P i i " 
Mr. P | ibser ! I Hy i I 
Redfern, |} | lin | I 
1a Put ‘ ef na t I < 4 
} 0) 





Customary Quarter- Day’in Bristol. 


Ir e Brist f ¥ ( irt th U el ie Ars / 
Wirror (6t) t we of A ’ Willian nict 
his Honou Jud ~ ngel n Ist O ber ind s ad 1 
the point sised as to whetl iarter day w 21 I 
Sth Decer 5 ! t ned The a 7 n ’ 
sion of Gloucester R Bishopstor 

Upon Mr. |} 1 W his } s f the p 
case, it appea it t the tenar sa larter i¢ 
was giver ith Decemlb« leliver up possess M 
following Mr 1. W raylor (Evans & Taylor), wh s for 
defendant, t K the } jection that the 1 was not a valid ‘ i 
quoted Vorgar Davies © C. P. D. 260 h laid d t 
to determi: early tenance mme ng on one t i 
feast days meant istomary six months though su hs 
should roee rs rt tT t umbe f days 1 tuted 
half a year nd tha ! th i ted n ee rved rhe Ht} 
March to quit th September next, was held not t " ilid 
notice und t i 1 t be ‘ Mr Tay te led 
that from time immemor the istoma feast dav in Brist is th 
feast of St. Thomas tl] Apostle d not of the Nativit ! that tl 
Ist December the quarter-d 1 not the 25th, and that idicial 
notice had been taken of thi I t tne ourt. for manv ve He 
produ ed the rm of greement th the Corporatior ind receipt 
from the Br Municipal Charit Irustees, Bristol] Water Works 
and others, s ig that tl 2ist Dex mber and not the 25th December 
vas Bristol Quarter Da He qu 1 Goodeve'’s Real Property Law 
(nage 15 ind Arrowsmith's Dictionar f Bristol, 1906 (pace 335 
vhere it i ud dow By a ver ancient istom recognized by la 


the quartet the year vi h elsewher 
ends in Bristol on St 
lays are th 8 I n other 
Mr. Wilshire, who had asked for an adjournment t msider the 
point and to ascertain whether there was any special agreement betwee 
the part es that the tena was to be from 25th December instead of 
the 21st yesterday told his Hone ur that he had looked into the matte 
and was satisfied that Mr. Taylor's contentions were well founded 
that in the absence 


terminates on Christmas Da 
Thomas’ Day, 21st De The other quarts 


nized districts.’ 


ember 


ney 


ani 


if a special ecreement the 21st December was Bristo 














quarter day 


and that he would consent to judgment for the defendant 








The Disposals Board Case. 


THREE DEFENDANTS FOUND GUILTY 
Before Mr. Justice Swift, at the Central Criminal Court, on 27th 
September, the trial was begun of John Hunter Murray Pollock, 4 
Max Hurley, 33, draughtsman, Eric George Storey Vaughan 
3%, civil engineer, and William John Foster, 44, an indict 
mfent charging them with conspiring to defraud and th 
Ministry of Munitions of large sums of money by and 


merchant 
architect, on 
the King 


false pre 


tences 


to give ind prom is¢ bribes to agents serving under the Crowr (nother 
count charged Pollock and Hurley with inciting a person to accept 
bribes and with giving bribes to him In other counts Pollock was 
charged with giving bribes to Vaughan and Foster, and Vaughan and 

vere charged with receiving bribes All the defendants pleaded 


Foster 


Not guilty In opening the case Sir Richard Muir, for the prosecu- 
i said that Pollock was a hardware manufacturer and general mer 
hant of Portsmout! Hurley 1s his London manager. Vaughan was, 
it the dates m question, the head of the Sales and Contracts Section 
of the Disposals Board, Huts and Building Materials Department. 


Foster was by occupation an architect and surveyor, and was a technical 
branch of the Board as Vaughan, and 


assistant at the same Disposals 


up to the beginning of March was working under him. Pollock had 
been buying goods by tender from this Department, and those tenders 
vould come before Vaughar The prosecution alleged that Pollock 





lesired to tender for 450 tons of corrugated iron, and had an inter- 
iew th an employee of the Disposals Board, who informed the 
authorities of what was said. Pollock put in a tender at a price of 
£12 10s. per ton, and offered the material to a firm at £28 per ton 
He gave the employee referred to £97 in notes, and promised that the 
profits on the dea should be shared, and that they would each cet 
over £1,000. Pollock, in evidence, said the money paid to Foster was 
n discharge of an old debt The judge ruled that Pollock's account 
book was not evidence, and the prosecution, therefore, asked to with 
dra the case against Vaughan, who was found not guilty and dis 
harged After the trial had lasted eight days the three other prison 
ers were found guilty of conspiring to defraud and bribe, but not on 
ther counts, and sentence was postponed pending the trial of another 
nd tment 
, 
Law Students’ Journal. 

Law Stupents’ Desatine Soctery At a meeting of the Society held 
t the Law Soci H on Tuesday, the 5th October, 1920 hairman, 
Mr. A. R. N. Powys), the subject for debate was ‘‘ That this House 


ude and action of the Cabinet in the matter of the 
’ Mr. Richard O'Sullivan opened in the affir- 


The following 


mdemns the attit 


Government of Lreland 


mative Mr. F. Hu Sutcher opened in the negative 

members also spoke: Messrs. F. Burgis, N. S. Pain, W. S. Jones, 
N. R. Fox Andrews, P. Anderson, W. M. Pleadwell, and R. Oliver. 
The opener having replied, the motion was carried by 4 votes. There 


members and three 


e twenty-tour Visitors present 
Law Srupents’ Desatinc Socrery.—At a meeting of the society held 
it the Law Society’s Hall on Tuesday, 12th October, 1920 (chairman, 


case of 


“That the 


Bower the subject for debate was, 
4 Chem ical 


Relvedere Fish Guano Co. (Limited) v. Rainham Works 
Limited) and Othe 1920, 2 K. B. 487) was wrongly decided.”” Mr. 
H. J. Mee opened in the affirmative. Mr. Phineas Quass seconded in 
the affirmat Mr. H. G. Meyer opened in the negative. Mr. N. R. 
Fox-Andrews seconded in the negative The following members also 
poke :—Messrs. H. Barron, Ivan Horniman, G. E. Tunnicliffe, and 
1D. E. Oliver. The opener having replied, the motion wag lost by four 

tes [There were nineteen members and one visitor present 

Ata held at the Law Society’s Hall on Tues- 
iv, 19th October Mr. N. R. Fox-Andrews), the sub- 
ect for debate was r this House considers General Dyer’s action 
it Amritza und condemns the attitude of the Government in 
regard thereto Shrimpton opened in the affirmative. Mr. 


W. SS J The following members ilso 


Mr. C. W 





meeting { the society 


1920 (chairman 
justined c 

Mr. G. I 
ned he negative 


nes 


Mesars. P 





woke S. Pitt, D. L. Strellett, R. Oliver, F. Burgis, F. G. 
Fnness. and C. P. Blackwell. The opener having replied, the motion 
vas carried by s votes There were twenty-four members and one 
pile preset! 

Legal News, : 
Appointments. 

Mr. R. Mitts Roserts, solicitor, 21, H irrington-street, Liverpool, has 
wee ven the appointment of Deputy Coroner for the city of Liver- 
po in suecession to Mr. F. J. Leslie, who has resigned that position. 
Mr. Roberts was admitted in 1899, and is a member of the Law Society. 





General. 


At. Yarmoutl n 18th September, William James Palmer, a dentist, 
practising at Yarmouth and Stalham, was fined two guineas and five 
ruineas costs for corruptly giving a 10s. note to a pclice inspector. The 
ficer saw the 2 *endant at Ormesby driv ing a car, and is he did not 
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oduce a licence he was told he would be reported. A few days later 
s inspector called at the defendant's surgery to see the licence, which 
nid not be found ; then the inspector stated that if the licence were in 

der no further action would be taken. After he had left he discovered 
that the defendant had slipped a 10s. note into his pocket. The defence 
a denial of any intention to bribe, and witnesses were called to 
peak to the defendant’s high character. The Bench agreed that it was 
ore a thoughtless than a criminal act. 


| The Legislature of Louisiana passed a law during the session just 
osed on the lines of the Prevention of Corruption Act (excepting the 
mentary portion), the penalty being $10 to $500, or imprisonment not 
ceeding one year, or both fine and imprisonment. This law had the 
pport of the Unfair Competition Bureau of the Paint and Varnish 
industries, and of the Association of Ship Store Dealers of the Port of 
ew Orleans. New Orleans, of course, is the principal port of Louisiana 
d of the entire Gulf of Mexico. 
Morris Myers, a stallholder on the beach at Blackpool, sold sweets 
fer 8 p.m. A police constable told him he would be reported. Myers 
ed him to “ be-a sport’’ and refrain, and adding, ‘I will make it 
orth your while,”’ handed him a £5 note. At Blackpool, on 13th 
August, Myers was fined £25 for this attempted bribery. 
The Railway Rates Advisory Committee have resumed their inquiry, 
and the umption is that they will find themselves at liberty to pick 
the of that general revision of rates which was interrupted 
the necessity for an interim revision. Some time ago the committee 
quested the railway companies to submit a definite scheme for re- 
ganizing exceptional rates upon the basis of special conditions. 
raders await with interest the proposals of the companies in this 
mespect, and the coasting trade will watch them with not less concern. 
hipowners are understood to be of opinion that the long view of excep- 
tional rates is the correct one, and that in respect of them there cannot 
ibe any real divergence between their interests and those of the producer, 
lhe trader, and the consumer. 
At the last meeting of the Metropolitan Public Gardens Association, 
ld at Denison House, Vauxhall Bridge-road, it was reported that 
bout £1,100 was still needed to complete the £4,900 required for the 
urchase and laying out of Princes-square, Stepney, and that in response 
to the association’s appeal in the 7'imes over had been received. 
was resolved to oppose any attempt to appropriate the disused church- 
ds attached to the nineteen threatened City churches as proposed in 
ontravention of the general law, which protects such grounds from bein 
ad for building purposes. The opinion was expressed that it would 
p a great loss to London if such an open area as the Foundling Hospital 
ere to be sold for university building purposes, as proposed by the 
Governors. 
At Berkshire Quarter Sessions, Geoffrey Priestly, aged 18, a cadet of 
e Royal Military College, Sandhurst, was sentenced to three months’ 
imprisonment in the second division for stealing a necklace, a cheque, 
md some clothing belonging to other cadets. Mr. Powell, K.C., in 
ppealing for leniency, said that the boy’s father was a medical man 
ngaged in public employment in a large town, holding an office of 
freater importance than profit. Some of the young men at Sandhurst 
fad plenty of money, and if he got into an expensive set it was very 
ifficult for a cadet to carry on. His father had been wrongly informed 
by someone that from £3 to £4 a month was enough for a cadet. The 
thairman said that an example must be made in order that cadets at 
dhurst might understand that dishonesty could not be allowed. 
At the Mansion House, before Alderman Mr. Alfred Bower, 
fishmonger’s assistant was ordered to pay a fine of £5 and £2 costs 
n a charge of larceny by finding two £1 Treasury notes, the owner of 
hich dropped them in the City on Saturday week. The defendant 
enied the charge, and said that while he was making a purchase at a 
op earlier in the day he saw two £1 notes lying on the pavement at 
is feet. He asked three persons in the vicinity whether they belonged 
o them, and was told that they did not. 
The Secretary of the War Office acknowledges the receipt of 16s. 
“conscience money from an ex-Service man who left the Army with a 
ir of part-worn boots he was not entitled to.’’ 
The office of Under Treasurer and Steward at Lincoln’s Inn is to be 
led next year by Mr. R. P. P. Rowe. Mr. Rowe was well known at 
he universities as a rowing man and as President of the O.U.B.C. He 
of the New University Club. His business capacity and 
personal qualities will make him acceptable in an important office. 
In the House of Commons, on Tuesday, Mr. Bonar Law, replying to 
questions, said a Bill dealing with poyn ae Ping in course of preparation, 
nd would be introduced as soon as possible. As the Government pro- 
nosed to take the whole time of the Session, he saw no prospect of the 
Divorce Bill being further advanced. 
Mr. Justice McCardie is the Judge at the October Sessions of the 
entral Criminal Court, which were opened by the Lord Mayor at the 
Vid Bailey on Tuesday. The Calendar contains the names of 103 
ons for trial. 
The Home Secretary gives notice that it is not proposed to make any 
rther extension of Summer Time. Summer Time will therefore cease, 
and normal time will be restored, at 3 o’clock (Summer Time) in the 
orning of next Monday, 25th October, when the clock will be put back 
2a.m. The hour 2-3 a.m. Summer Time will thus be followed by the 
bur 2-3 a.m. Greenwich Time. 
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Tomen were present for the first time at the annual Mayoral banquet 
at Halifax, ond Lailp Fisher-Smith, J.P., replied to the toast of “ The 
Borough Magistrates.” 

The 7imes correspondent, in a message from Toronto of 15th October, 
says :—*' Sir Sam Hughes, in the next session of the Dominion Parlia- 
ment, will introduce a motion declaring that the time has now errived 
when the whole British Empire should be represented on an equal basis 
in a truly Imperial Parliament, which should deal only with Imperial 
and international questions Imperial finance, trade, exchange and 
defence, and other questions over which it might exercise authority 
without infringing any of the material privileges now enjoyed by the 
various component parts of the Empire.”’ 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


ISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE O8 ’ 
Rota oF Ree a % 


ApPkalL Count Mr. Justice 
Date. = No. 1. Eve. SARGANT. 
Oct. 25 Mr, Jolly. Mr. Bloxam Mr. Synge Mr. Jolly 
— 26 Church Synge Jolly Chureh 
Wednesday.... 27 Leach Jolly Charch - 
Thursday .... 3 Goldsehmidt Church Leach Goldschmidt 
Friday ......-. 2 Borrer each Goldschmidt Borrer 
Saturday .... 30 Bioxam Goldschmidt Borrer Bloxam 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice P.O. Mr. Justice 
Date. ASTBURY PETERSON. LaWRENOR. 
Oct. 26 Mr. Church Mr. Leach Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Borrer 
a. ° .. 26 Goldschmidt —_Borrer Bloxam. 
Wednesday . 27 Goldschmidt Borrer Bloxam Synge 
Thursday .... @ Borrer Bloxam Synge Jolly 
bedsed 29 Bloxam Synge Joliy Charch 
Saturday . 0 Synge Jolly Charch 
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Winding-up Notices. 

JOINT STOCK OCOMPANTES. 
Limirep tn OBANCERY. 
London Gazette.-Fripar, Oct. 15. 

H. Asmizy, Lrv.. (ly Votcontany Laguipation.)—Creditors are required, on or 
hefore Oct. 30, to send their names and addresses, and the partioulare of their 
debts or claims, to Granville H. Bullimore, Old Bank of England-ct., Queen-st., 
Norwich, liquidator. 

Auperton & Watson, Lrp. (Is Votrntany Ligurpation,)—Oreditors are required, 
on or before Oct. 30, to send their names and addresses, and the particu of 
their debts or claims, to Granville H. Bullimore, Old Bank of England-ct., 
Queen-st., Norwich, liquidator. 

Hewry Bou & Co., Lrp. (In Ligurpartoy.)—Creditore are required, on or before 
Nov. 29, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debte 
or claims, to Robert Wallace King, 26, Milton-st., liquidator. 

H. B. & R. Hawier, Lev. (In Votuntany Liqurpstion.)—Oreditors are uired, 
on or before Nov. 1, to send their names and addremes, and the partion of 
their debts or claims, to William Arthur Judge, 73, Market-st.. Bradford, 
liquidator q ; 

James Wuiretey, Lrp. (In Votcxtany Liqurpation.)—Oreditors use sequaved, on or 
before Nov. 17, to send in their names and addresses, and particulars of their 
debte or claims, to Frank Smalley Mitchell, 8, Wards-end, Halifax, liquidator. 

Ruetrre Manvracturixne Co., Lap. (Ix Votunrany Liqurpation.)—Oreditors are 
required, on or before Nov. 10, to send in their names and addresses, and par- 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to John Francis Legg, 11, Queen Victoria-t., 
liquidator. . 

ConsoLipaTeD Mixes or Ex. Ono, Lrp»—Oreditore are required, on or before Nov. 30, 
to send in their names and addresses, with partioulars of their debts or claims, 
to Leonard Nial Billson, 23, Broad Street-house, New Broad-st., liquidator. 


Watasery Tuearee Co. Lrv. (Is Votcwrany Liqutparion,)—Oreditore are required, 
om or before Oct. 3, to send their names and addresses, with particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Charles Collins, jun., 4, Herrington-st., Liverpool, 
liquidator. 5 

Coventny Premier, Ltp. (Ix Voroxtany Ligvipatiox.)—Oreditore are required, 
on or before Nov. 15, to send in their names ‘and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to Geoffrey Bostock, 21, Ironmonger-lane, liquidator 

Acerriexs Arc Co., Lrp.—Creditore are ired, on or before Nov, 17, to send im 
their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to Frank 
T. Shearcroft, 36 and 37, Queen-st., liquidator 

Bouneo Pianters, L7p.—Creditors are required, on or before Nov. 20, to send 
their names and eddrewes, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Herbert George Springall, 37, Eseex-st., Strand, liquidator. 


E. Newman & Gons, Lrv. (In Votuntanr Liqvipation,)—Creditors are required. 
on or before Nov. 2, to send their names and addresses, and the part re of 
their debte and claims, to R. Wilson Bartlett, Central-chmbre., Newport, 


liquidator 

Ormanpvr & Soorr, L1p.-—Creditors ge required, on or before Nov. 2, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claime, to Henry 
Mossop, Ramsden-sq., Barrow-in-Furness, liquidator. 





VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that all 
Policy Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effects. Pro- 
perty is generally very inadequately insured, and in case of loss insurers 
suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM, STORR, & SONS (LIMITED), 
26, King-street, Covent-garden, W.C. 2, the well-known valuers and 
chattel auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Expert 
Valuers, and will be glad to advise those desiring valuations for any 
purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, works of art, brie-d-brac, o 
speciality.—Apvrt.] 
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Trowas Peivce & Co., Lap-—Creditore are required, on or before Nov. 30, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
tabert Lhodes, 18, Low-pavement, Nottingham, liquidator. 

Covwvon Granoe Soctat Otcs, Lrp In Votcytarny Liqurpation.)—Creditors are 
required, on or before Oct. 236, to send their names and addresses, and the par 
ticulamp of their debts or claims, to Hubert Wood, 87, Newgate-st., Bishop 
Auckland, liquidator 

Creditors are required, on or before Nov. 30, 

particulars of their debts or claims, 


Bairisn ELecrrica, Accessories, Lrp 





to send their names and addresses, and the 
to William Arthur Judge, 72, Market-st., Bradford, liquidator 

©. H. Nortmam & ©o., Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Nov. 236, to send 
their names and adcdkhresses, and the particulars of their debte or claims, to 
William Hanscom 41, Mawdsley-st., Bolton, liquidator. 

W Procren & Rarciirre, Lip Is Votewrarny Lrevipation.)—Creditors are re 
quired, on or before Nov. 10, to send their names and addresses, and the par 
thealars of their debts and im t 1 Ww ce Willams, 9, Working-st 
Cardiff, liquidator 

London Gazette Teespay, Oct. 19 

Swansea Postic Hatt Co. Lap.—Creditors are required, on or’ before Nov. 19, to 
send their names and addresees, and the particulars of their debts or claims 
to Robert George Roberts, Lianfair-bidgs., St. Mary-st., Swansea, and Georg: 
Hertic Phelps, 3%, Hanover-st., Swansea, liquidators * 

skronreas Gis Oo In LigutpatTioy (reditore ere required on or before Nov. 5, 
ta nd their names and address umab the urticnlars of their debte or claims, 
to H. W. Woodroffe, Roman Bank, Skégness, liquidator 

Denay Pictcre Tusarer, Lop.—Creditors are juired, on or before Nov. 16, to 
een! their names and eddresses, and the particulars of their debte or claims, to 
Joseph Nathanie! Nutt, 12, The Strand, Derby quidator 

PRENCHERFIFLD Srixnine Co., Lap.-Oreditors are required, om or before Nov. 8 
to eend in their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claime, 
to John Ph Garnett, 61, Brown-st., Manchester, liquidator 

ALpton Manoracturine Co., Lap Ix Votrnrany Liquipation.)—Creditors are 
required, o r efore Nov. 2. to send their namee and addresses, and the 
yarticulare of t r debts or claims » Herbert Terras, 64, Croes-st., Manchester, 


iquidator 


INTERNATIONAL Propvcts AssoctaTioy, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before 
Nov. 30, 40 send in their names and addresses, and full particulars of their 
debta or sims, to George Arthur Wilbraham, liquidator, » Woodroffes, 39 
Eas tohea 

’.8.A. Brorasrenoop Pretisarse Co., Lrp.—Creditore are required, on or before 
Nov. 60, to send im their names and addresses, and full particulare of their 








debts or claims, to | Victor Amedon, 23, Walbrook, liquidator 
Resolutions for Wjnding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazette Fripay, Oct. 15 
*alace (Lifracomlx ta Palac Newark), Ltda 
Morrie & Ce Ltd lemple-Weet, Ltd. 
New Ventanas Mining « Exploratioc: Svientifio Glass Oo., Ltd 
(o., Ltd Field Line (Cardiff), Ltd 
Golden Eagle Aviation Lt hr. ‘Newman & Sons, Lid 
Masters & Partners, LAd Gorden Watney & Co., Ltd. 
Wallasey Theatre Oo., Ltd Rolton Weaving Oo., Ltd 
James Olay & Co., Ltd H. Griffiths, Ltd. 
Riglite Manufacturing Co Ltd Ormandy & Scott, Ltd 
Borough Brosh and Broom Works, [td H. B. OC. Syndicate, Ltd 
Boucher Bros., Ltd t. H. Nuttall & Co., Ltd 
Acetylene Aro Co., Ltd etehworth Engineering C« Ltd. 
Parkville, Ltd : Nhe Deepdale Weaving Oo. Ltd 
New Pavilion (Southend), Ltd W. Procter & Ratcliffe, Ltd 
Coventry Premier, Ltd Kleotrolytio ¢ Spain & Portugal 
R.C.V. Patent Bobbin ¢ 1914), Ltd Ltd 
London Gazette Turapar, Oct. 19 
Sienet Picture Ltd Carmol, Ltd 
Sprague & Co , F. 4 Hawt & Oo., Ltd 
Renehaw & Croll 4 | Fitch & Co Ltd 
L. Gueret, Ltd Bia rall Rocke Associate Pleasure 
Nolan Hill & Co., Lt Resort Club and Institute, Ltd 
(lem. P. Clayton Oo., LAd Commercial Electrical Accessories, Ltd 
Portiand and Weymouth Salvage Co Counden Grange Social Club, Ltd 
Ltd l. Collie & Sons, Ltd 
Yetrad Rhondda Cinema Co Su Eastbourne) Laundry, Ltd 
> | * 
Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or Chaim 
London Gazette Trespay, Oct. 2 
A BeOTT FREDERICK Wortley Leed Y t Merchant Nov 1 Wm & EB. H 
Middlebrook, Leeds 
ARMiIrAace, Bensamin, Heading! | ‘ Nov. 1 Emelev & Son. Leeds 
Bann, Mary Askham, Westmorland Nov. 2 T. H. Little & Co., Penrith 
Becker, Many AwNwe, Malvern Lin} Wor te Nov. & Trotter, Goodhal| & 
Patterson, Victoria-st . 
Borrerr, Joux, St. John-st., Clerkenwell, Blackemit! Nov. 10. J. Nixon Watts & 
m 5/56, Chantery-la 
CLamk, Mary ANN. Torquay Nov. 15. R rt Brown & Son, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
CLARK, Mamta, Pen Nov. 12 tird & B Gra Inn-sq 
Crowrner, Resecca, Morland. Westmor vd Nor, 8 T. H. Little & Ce Penrith 
Corrnett, Mary, Osnabureh-«t Regent's Parl Nor. 16. Sheard, Breach, Wace 
& Roper, 3, Clement's Inn 
Drane-SrreapD, Saran Jane, Crawley D Ss x Nov, lf Ellis, Bickersteth 
Aglionby & Hagel, Basinghall-st 
Fooe-Etstror, Sytvia Kinester, Shincliff Durhan Oct, 30 Hargreaves & Joblin, 
Durham 
Evans, Witttam, Cwmy, Monmouth. Nov. 11. A. Rhys Roberts, Official Solicitor 
Gater, Harerer Ettew Woop, Cheshunt. Nov. 12. Gibson & Weldon 27. Chan 
oery-la 
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Gorst, Jomus, Overton, Lancs., Farmer. Nov. 9. Gibsons & Sturton, Lancaster. 

Gases, Peren, Chinley, Derby, Farmer. Oct. 27. Scott, Start & Mottershead, 
Macclesfield. 

Gremirr, Hvem Joser#, Hornsea, York. Nov. 1. Manley & Loweon, Hull. 

HatL, Maky Ann Karte, Belsize-park, Hampstead. Nov. 11. T. J. Robinson & Son, 
37, Lincoln's Inn-fields. 

Hesxeru, Groner, Urmston, Lancs., Inspector. 
Morgan, Manchester. 

Hopesoy, Frepericx Groror, Rochdale. Oct. 29. Rowley & Co., Manchester. 

Hopson, Freperic Eiiis, Southport. Nov. 16. Marriott & Co., Manchester. 

Jonzs, James Deacon Kyrwnaston, Liverpool, Cotton Salesman. Nov. 15. Harold 
Pemberton, Liverpool. 

| Lewis, WILLUM, Heston, Middl'x, Baker. 

Loyespaw, JouN, Grappenhall, Chester, Farmer. 

Warrington. 

| Loverr, Herserr, Nottingham, Beerhouse Keeper. 

' & Smith, Nottingham. 

| Lupron, Annie Ettza, Huby, York. 

Mitten, THomasina, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
castle-upon-Tyne 


Nov. & Foyster, Weddington & 





Nov. 6. Garner & Sons, Hounslow. 
Nov. 16. Arthur Browne & Co., 


Nov. 15. Clifton, Woodward 
Nov. 1. Hirst & Capes, Harrogate. 


Nov. 15. Robert Brown & Son, New- 


Moornr, ARTtHur Samvet, Manchester, Baker. Nov. 11. Risque & Robson, Man- 
chester 

MvUckLow, Epwarp, Bury, Lancs. Nov. 10. Orford & Sone, Manchester. 

Murnrar, Mary Any, Tirril, Westmorland. Nov. 8 T. H. Little & Co., Penrith. 

Newsr, Emma Lovisa, Southsea. Dec. 1. R. W. Sherwin, Portsmouth. 

PaRKer, Sanam E.ten, Rochdale, Lancs. Nov. 30. Standring, Taylor & Co., Roch- 


dale. 

PHILLIPS, JouN Hentsy SHawe, Teddington. Nov. 18. Farrer & Co., 65, Lincoln's 
Inn-fields. 

PRicnarp, Tomas, Llanerchymedd, 
Roberts, Liengefni. 

RINnGtAND, Awniz, Lytham. Nov. 11. 

Roacn, Jon~n THomas, Water-lane, Brixton. 
( hea pside. 


Anglesey, Solicitor. Nov. 10. R. Gordon 


Risque & Robson, Manchester. 


Nov. 12. Clarke & Co., 8, Queen-st., 


SHarer, Jom#y Georce Karspecx, Mildenhall-rd., Lower Clapton. Nov. 16. J. N. 
Mason & Co., 41/49, Temple-chmbrs., Temple-av. 

Size, EpMcnD, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Fruiterer. Nov. 8. Keenlyside & Forster, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Stevens, Jouw Henry, Ipswich, Army Pensioner. Nov. 15. W. E. Kersey, Ipswich. 

SrvpparT, Etiza Aice, Burscough, Lancs. Nov. 6. Brown, Brown & Quayle, 
Southport 

Swan, Herserr ARtacr, Middlesbrough, Iron Merchant. Nov. 12. Oswald H. 


Cochrane, Middlesbrough. 
Tartorn, Atice, Crescent-lane, Clapham Park. 
Holborn 
Tauscorr, Emma, Ilford. 
bldgs., Liverpool-st. 
Watxer, James Dovetas, Queen's Gate-gdns. 
3, The Sanctuary, Westminster 


Nov. 12. J. M. High 


4, Broad Street- 


Storer, 252, 


Nov. 8. Hulbert, Crowe & Hulbert, 


Nov. 20. Kirby, Millett & Ayscough, 





Warp, Witttam Henny, Manchester, Estate Agent. Nov. 13. John Henry Lea, 
Manchester 

Waits, Marta, Colchester. Oct. 31. F. 8S. Collinge, Colchester 

Wierrs, Epwarp, Cradley Heath, Staffs, General Dealer. Oct. 26. Thomas 


Cooksey & Co., Old Hill, Staffs 


Woorroy, Grores, Birkdale, Lancs. Nov. 17. W. & R. Hodge & Halsall, Sowth- 
port. 
Last Dar or Citar, 
London Gazette.--FRipar, Oct. 15. 
Acorass, Jonw Betcurr, Brighton. Nov. 16. Edwin E. Clark & Son, 26 and 27, 
Bush-lane, Cannon-st, 
Aston, Ricnarp, Oxenhurst, Newton, Yorks, Farmer. Deo. 1. Baldwin, Weeks & 
Baldwim, Clitheroe. 
Bercner, THomas, Gloucester. Nov. 20. C. Granville Clutterbuck, Gloucester. 
Bentiery, Lovisa Soruta, Richmond, Surrey. Nov. 30. Lovell, Son & Pitfeld, 3, 
Grey's Inneq : : 
Barrett, EpwarD, Beckenham. Nov. 30. Smiths, Fox & Sedgwick, 26, Lincoln's 


Inn-fields 


OLagsens, Avevst, Birtley, Durham. Nov. 15. Leader, Plunkett & Leader, 76, 

, Newzgate-et 

Dicx1~s, Arruve Atoavstus, Newark-on-Trent, Grocer. Nov. 16. Colton & Franks, 
Newark-on-Trent 

Dovetas, Mareane? Evizasetn, Bampton, Oxford. Nov. 20. Morrell, Peel & 


Gamlen, Oxford 
Dows, THomas CHRISTOPHER, 
st., Aldwych 


Ramsgate., Nov. 15. J. P. Simpson, 16, Houghton- 
Drxrs, Mary ANN, Didsbury, Manchester. Nov 11) Ri 
Frack, Danre, Lupeate, West Worthing. Nov. 11. Nye 
Gpayt Epwarp Macrnerson, Philbeach-gdns., Earl’e Court 
Vallance, 20, Essex-st., Strand. 

G@airritas, Eviza Juttana, Swansea. Nov. 15. Aeron Thomas & Co., Swansea. 
Griocs, Janet, Nottingham. Dec. 1. Wilfred Moss, Loughborough. 
Grant, Onintes Hewry, Birmingham, Stationer. Deo. Lane, 
Oo., Birmingham 

Harnwoop-v ‘aren, WrittraM, Brixton 
HARRIS ebenick Pavt Seirr, Hampstead. 
hall et. 

Haskins, Rosert, Oldland, Glos, Contractor. 


ue & Robson, Manchester. 
Clewer, Brighton. 
Dec. 1. Vallance & 


Clatterbuck & 


Nov. 30. Wilkins & Toy, Chipping Norton. 
Nov. 1. Waltons & Co., 101, Leaden- 


Meade-King & Co., Bristal. 
Lincoln’s Inn-fields. 


Nov. 15 


Henpy, Isasecta, Bournemouth. Nov. 22. Farrer & Co., @. 

Hitrox, Harrretrr Ans, Chalfont 8&t. Peter, Bucks. Nov. 15. Edwd. Jas. Garner, 
Uxbridge. 

Hotsroox, Joserd Cmantes, Olacton-on-Sea. Nov. 20. Charles E. White, Clacton- 
on- Sea 

JENKINS, Jane, Lianychaiarn, Cardigan. Oct. 25. D. Emrys Williame, Aberyst- 
wyth 

Jexkins, Warren, Ferndale, Glam. Nov. 18. Phillips & Price, Ferndale, Glam. 

LLorp, Marre, Chirk, Denbigh. Nov. 13. Field & Sone, Liverpool 

Masxett, Watrer, John-st., Bedford-row, Solicitor. Nov. 15. Richard Furber & 
Son, 7 and 8, Gray's Inn-sq 

Merer, Ettas, Manchester, Jeweller. Nov. 18. David Cohen & Isitt, Manchester. 

Mottow, Crara, Winton, Bournemouth. Nov. 20. Trevanion, Ourtis & Ridley, 
Bournemouth 

Murtox, Cnartes Duncax, Cranbrook, Kent. Nov. 15. Murton, Olarke & Maurton- 
Neale, Cranbrook, Kent 

Norracors, Hon. Jomw Starronp, Chelsen. Nov. 24. Farrer & Co., 66, Lincoln's 
Inn-fie lis 


Nov. 20. 


Coward & Hawksley, 
Marton, Clarke & Murton- 


Panporr, Ernst Friepricn Cart, Craven Hill-cdns 
Sons & Chance, 30, Mincing-lane 
pPaske, Caarntes Tromas, Cranbrook, Kent. 
Neale, Cranbrook, Kent 

Perare, Faxyr, Oxford. 


Nov. 15. 


Nov. 12. Hazel & Baines, Oxford. 
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Sydney, 2, Renfrew-rd., Lambeth. 


Neale, Cranbrook, Kent. 








& ©o., 11, Birchin-lane. 


posses, JO@N, Great Suffolket., Borough, Licensed Victualler. Deo. 8 Henry I. 


Nov. ® 


Ruvpriersce, Donermm Fariepertka Lovisa, 8 ichmond 
8, Serjeants’-inn, Ficet-st. 
Rirremans, Geonoe Assert, Hawkhurst, Kent. Nov. 15 


EVAns, 
Fane, 
Morrish & Strode, | Ian 
Finx-Ketcer 
Creery 


Murton, Clarke & Murton 
Jorn 


Frit 


Harpy, Marianna, Bexhillon-Sea 


P > i pool Jo ) ¥ 
—s vo ~— eames Hunts Crose, near Liverpool. Nov. 16. Sidney Goovatt, Joux. Leeds. 
j whee : . . . GOTHARD, SAMUEL, 
@saTrock, Wattex, Skeltons-lane, Essex. Nov. 3. Drury Freeman, 438, Lea mass, Gaones 
Bridge-road, Leyton. . 
Surruerp, Tuomas, Rossett, Denbigh. Nov. 17. James ©. Bate, Chester eer. Jorn 
@rewart, Arexawper Dvucatp Lory, Appin, Argylishire. Nov. 9. Murray, Hutehine : “ 


Haventon, Jane, Sonthport 
Mary Groreina 


HcpDeson 


Bramxer, Jouw Wittram, Valetta, Malta. Nov. 30. Thomas Cooper & Co., 2, . 
Lead lle Weston-super 
Leadenhall st. Houtpex, THOMAS, 

Srrce.irre, Joun, Oldham, Cotton Dowbler. Nov. E. Smith, Oldham Hows, Jaurs, Loe 

Gwrre, Magy Mavp, Drayton-gdns., South Kensington. Nov. 20. Savory, Pryor — uddlerafield 
& Blagden, Outer Temple, 22, Strand. Hori, Joser#, Huddersfield 

r rm, W 

Jartorn, Jou~n Water, Meerut, Indie. Jan. | Smythe, Etches & Co., Birmingham Ht a a Caitien 

Trser, Locr Noran, Reading. Nov. ll. Clarke, Rawlins & Co., 6, Gresham- . _ 
house. Henson, PLizaBern 

Trize, Acres, Lancing, Sussex. Nov. 3 B. Bunker, Hove 

. e » nis, J 

Wetts, WitLiuum Rosret, Northampton. Nov. 17. Jno. D. Douglas, Northampton Huurent = 

. . at JENKINSON, CHARLES 

Witsoyx, James Wigan, Solicitor. Nov. 1. Thomas Wileon, Wigan. . M ‘4 thes ser 

Witson, Marie Epizaseru, Gray's Inn-sq. Nov. 30. Langhams, 10, Bartlett's Jour, Wu 
bldgs., Holbern-cirous bridge 

Woostrr, Josera Hammonp, Eastbourne Dec. 1. Fred H. Stapley, Eastbourne Jones, FRreperick 

6, Broad 
London Gazette Torspar, Oct. 19 Lock Woop, Samia 
& Oo., 15, 


Nov. 15. Ed 


Roderick 


Meltham, Hudderefield 


Nov, 2. 


ALLAN, JAMES 

Auten, Loursa, Plymouth. 

ATHERTON, WILLIAM, 
Rhodes & Bethell Jones, Manchester 

Banporny, Witttam Lewis, Holsworthy, Devon. Nov 
Southampton-st., Bloomsbury. 


Foster Brook 
Porter, 
Manchester, Agricultural Implement 


Huddersfield 


Plymouth LOUGHEED 


Maker Nov. 5. F. 8 MaTKIn, WILLIAM 
hill, Camberwell 
5. Capel Cure & Ball, 2 Merram, WILroRD, Base 


MILNER 








Barizy, Epric, Kensington. Nov. 20. Hawker & Web! tank-chmbrs., Tower 
Bridge-rd. Sons & F 
Bez, Saran, Darnall, Sheffield. Nov. 16. Smith, Smith & Fielding, Sheffiek! Payne, GrorGt 
Beck, Zerr, Canonbury, Diamond Salesman Nov Robt.-A. Kendrick, 6 amp tom 
Broad Street-av. PILLING, Samvuet 
Benpaut, Witrrep E.ixetron, Ebury-et Professor Music Nov. 16 Mills, chester 
Lookyer, Mills & Evill, 5, Finsbury-sq Reap, Henry, J 
Berry, Annit, Keighley, Yorks. Nov. 13. Wm. Dewhirst & Son, Keighley SINGLETON, FRANCES 
Brapiey, Josera, Ecclesfiekl. Nov. 16. Smith, Smith & Fielding, Sheffield Suirn. Racust 
+ i . VAC 
Brows, Henry Francis, Albany-ter., Regent's Park, Merchant. Nov. 30. Lattey 
& Hart, 138, Leadenhall-st. SPIITLEs, Fanny, Southbor: 
Omamerrntars, James Tuomas, Great Shelford, Cambridge Nov. 15 Aldous & lunbridg« 
Gotelee, Ipswich 4 Srantarp ELLew } 
Cottert, Mary Kate, Cheney, Northampton. Nov. 9. Lamley Fisher, Banbury ‘ 
Oxon. 4 THORNTON, TaLsor, Manchester 
Darsr, Atraep OCmristorner, Cheleea. Nov. 2. Roche, Son & Neale, 1, Ghurch-ct Vinson, Winirern Lassam, 
Old Jewry. Court-chimrbs 
DavIpson, ALEXANDER, Upper Thames-st. Nov. 18. Hopgood, Mills, Steele & Co,, | Witiry, Rerent 
ll, New-sq., Lincoln's Inn @, Chancery 
Dawson, Mary Any, Holbeck, Leeds. Nov. l. Alfred Hutley, Lees Woop, Marrna, 
Drxon, HENRY PUCKRIDGE, Pewsey, Wilts. Dec. 1 Dixon & Mason, Pewsey. Wilte Wrot, Aterrr Fran 
Doce, Hetex, Brighton. Nov. 30. Oameron, Kemm & Co., Gresham House, Old Manchester 
Broad-st. 
Doteas, Cuantes Penrose, Grimsbury, Banbury. Nov. 9 E. Lamley Fisher 
Ranbury, Oxon. ' 
EpWwarps, ALrrep, Dudley, Fitter’s Assistant. Nov. 1. Wm. Wright, Dudley Messrs. Gro 
- ’ > + 
Euniorr, James Warner, Shepherd's Bush. Nov. 20. Wontner & Sons, 40, Bed leasehold town mansion, No juckingham-gate, Westminster, in cor 
ford-row. junction with Messrs 
Piesig** ete 
Witcox, Hersert, South Kensington. H 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Tcespay, Oct. 5. 
RECEIVING ORDERS 
Barkworts, LFonarp Crookes Sheffield Tailor 
Sheffield. Pet. Oct. 1. Ord. Oct. 1. 
Currtoxs, Anruony Groner, Sheffield, Motor Engineer 
Sheffield. Pet. Sept. 3. Ord. Oct. 1 
Comex, A., Paul-st., Finsbury, Marine Stores Dealer 
High Court. Pet. Joly 3. Ord. Oct. 1 
Cotsrooc, Ernest Writtam, Millbank, Westminster. 
High Court. Pet. June 7. Ord. Sept. 30 
Contax, Haaeiet, Dorking, Surrey. Croydon Pet. 
Nov. 22, 1919. Ord. Sept. 29, 1920 
Coomers, Rerormatp Warren, and Wititam ALLEN 
Fuier, Bournemouth, Glass Merchants. Poole 
Pet. Sept. 9. Ord. Sept. 30. 
Davisox, Josern, Gateshead, Picture Dealer New- 
castle-upon-Tyne. Pet. Sept. 2. Ord. Bept. 30 


Gaeexrietp, Atyretp Bernxarp, Southport, Master Box 


Maker. Pet. Sept. 30. Ord. Sept. 3. 
Goutstver, Giapys, D'Arbloy-st. High Court. Pet 
Aug. 31. Ord. Sept. 30. 


Harvr, W. D., Rose-«t., Newgate, General Merchant 
High Court. Pet. July 20. Ord. Sept. 29. 
Larrmax, Ricwarp, Piccadilly. High Court. Pet 
Aug. 9. Ord. Sept. 29 

Marriw, Atsert Enwanp, Herne Hill, Swperi 
High Court. Pet. July 27. Ord. Sept. : 

MoOutiocn, Groner, St. James’s-st. High Court. Pet 
Aug. &. Ord. Sept. B 

Tuomas, Hanotp Granim, South Kensington 
Court. Pet. June @. Ord. Sept. 3. 


ntendent. 


High 


Comex, A., 


Pet. June 30 


WiItLtaMs, Samvet, 
Pet. Sept. 9 


Ord. Sept. 27 


lAlleshall, Salop, Miner 
Ord. Sept. 30., 


FIRST MEETINGS 


Beaver, Atrrep Ernest, Ilkley, Yorks, (or 
Agent. Oct. 13 at ll. Off Ree 12 
Bradford. 

Cocksuetr, Josuva, Birkdale, Soutirport 


Produce Broker. Oct. 13 at 11.30 
Oct. 12 at 3. Off. Rec., 1, Berridge-st 


Paul-st., 
15 at 11. Bankruptey-blidgs., 


Cotsroox, Eaxrst Wittum, Millbank. 
Oct. 14 at i. Bankruptey-bkigs.. 


Contan, Harner, Dorking, 


Oct. 


Surrey Oct. 12 


132, York-rd., Westminster 
Doox, Cuaries, Kingeton-upon-Hu Boot 
15 at 0.30. Off. Rec., York Oit Bank 


Lowgate, Hull 


E.tts, Gronce Roserr, Leeds, Tailor. Oct 


Off. Rec., 24, Bond-st., Leeds 

Featuensy, SIpNer, Havant, Hants (% 
Traveller. Oct. 15 at 12. Off. Re 
junc., High-st., Portsmouth 


GREENFIELD, Master 


Oot. 13 at 3. 


Atraep, Southport, 
Of. Rec., Byrom-st., 


Goitrver, Grapys, D'Arbhloy-st Oct. 14 
Bankruptcy-bidgs., Carey-st 

Hanrvy, W. D., Rose-«t., Newgate, General 
Oct. 14 at 12. Bankruptey-bidgs., Carey-et 


Hircnex, Cuarnies Henny, Barnstaple. Oct 
94, High-t., Barnstaple 

Ksieur, Onarirs Hever, Dover. Oct. 15 at 
Rec 


., Ba, Castle-st., Canterbury 
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Evita Beririesr, 


Eveayor, Harringay. Bartlett & Gregory, 6, New-sq., Lincoln's 


ERNEST 
& Co 

Henry 
drick, 6, Broad Street-av 


Nevin & @reescood, Dewsbury 
Lucas & Laces, Drontk 


Smith, Sone & For 


Newoastle-wpon- Ty ne 


ELIZABETH 





WILLIAM 





LirTMaN, RiIcHARD 


Off. Ree., 
le 1cest et 
Bankruptcy +ldga,, 
Finsbury, Marine Stores 
Carey-«t 
Weetminet« 
Carey et 


Writms, Rotherham, Draper 


Dealer 


Cambridge 
ADJUDIOCATIONS 


Box 
Manchest 


Josuca, Birkdale, General Produc 
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Davis, Ettzaserm Sanam, St. Osyth, Essex. High | Beowt, Wut, Sheffield, China Dealer. Oct. 15 at London Gazette,—Totspar, Oct. 32. 
Court. Pet. Aug. 18. Ord. Oct. 2 12. Of. Ree., Figtree-la., Sheffield. RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Davisox, Jogerm, Gateshead, Picture Dealer. New- | Coomses, Reoinain Waren, Bournemouth Glass Mer Altxes, W. N. Gorpow, Southport, M 
cnetle-upon-Tyne. Pet. Sept. 2. Ord. Oct. 1. chant. Oct. 18 at 12. Off. Rec., Midland Bank tor. High Court. Pet. March 12. 
Gonevex, Loos Ceci Rovrier, Friday-st., : Chambers, High-st., Southampton. Bentisy, Frawx, Wednesfield, Staffs, Motor 
nt. High Court. Pet. Aug. 4. Ord t. 2. Davies, Enocn, Aberystwyth, Commercial Treveller. Manufacturer. Wolverhampton. Pet. 
Hoare, Capt. R. R., St. James’se-st. High Court. Pet Oct. 2 at 12.45. 3, Baker-st., Aberystwyth Ord, Oct. 9. 
May 12. Ord. Oct. 2. Davison, Joserm, Gateshead, Picture Dealer. Oct. 19 | Bree, Joun Octuserr. Saxilby, Lines, Dealer 
syMone, Manas, Charine Croaerd., Ladies’ Costumier at 11. Off. Ree., Pearl Buildings, 4, Northumber Petrol. Lincoln. Pet. Sept. 24. Ord. Oct. 7. 
High Court Pet. Sept. 15, Ord. Oct. 2 land-st., Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Downine, R. Depiry, Leek, Staffs, 
Mantows, Francis, Barnes Green, Sussex, Managing | Downs, Cuantes, East Greenwich. Oct. 18 at 11.30. Agent. High Court. Pet. Sept 
Director. Hich Court . July B. Ord Oot. 2 132, York-rd., Westminster Bridge-rd Giossor, Frepentcxk Moorr, Alford, 
Mowromp, Atrzep, Bromley, > Thina Merchant Epwarps, James, Aberyetwyth, Boots. Oct. 2 at 12.30 vant. Boston. Pet. Oct. & Ord. 
Croydon. Pet. Aug. 13 ] 3, Baker-st.. Aberystwyth Hoours, Huon Ossomne, Stratford, Essex, 
Patwe, James Witi1am, Tooting, o lage Heers, Simon, Hackney, Boot Dealer. Oct. 30 at 11 High Court. Pet. Aug. 7. Ord. Oct. é. 
tractor. Wandeworth. Pet g. 3 2 Baskeupteg bidgs.. Carey-st. Kriex, A. E., Lauderdale-bkige. Aldersgate-st. H 
Surra, Davip, Shepherd’e Bush gh Cou ¢ Hors Antace, Saint Ive Cornwall, Mining Engi Court. Pet. Sept. 6. Ord. 6 


July 390. Ord. Oct. 2 neer. Oct. 16 at 12. Off. Ree 12, Princes-st.. | Kwtemr, Dorzormy Farances, Harrogate, Ladies’ H 
Surra, Warren, Juw., and Atice Surra, Milton, Cams fruro dresser. Harrogate. Pet. Oct. 7. Ord. Oct. 7. 
Grocers. Cambridge. Pet. Aug. 10. Ord. Sept. 90 Menfetsomx, A. B., Shepherd's Bush. Oct. 19 at 11 Ksiort, Witttam Doncay, Harrogate, Gents’ 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in the Bankruptey-bldgs., Caurey-st. dresser. Harrogate. Pet. Oot. 7. Ord. Oct. 7. 
London Gazette of Oct. 1 | Onrom, George Epwarxp, Upper Norwood, Mill Fur- | Kyorr, Esmenp Vicror, and Wattsm Lestre Wirx 
Fonsrru, James AtmMax, Manchester, Managing Direc- | nisher. Oct ) at 3. 192, York-rd., Westmipster | sos, Lincoln, Boot Dealers. Lincoln. Pet. Seg 
tor. Manchester. Pet. Nov. 6, 1919. Ord, Sept Bridge-rd } 2. Ord. Oct. 7 
28, 1980 Rogers, Atsert, Normanton, Drug Stores Proprietor ae aa same, Caterer. Stafford. Pe 
YR OER 7 1a REVYOK : OF RPSCTN Oct. 18 at LI. Off. Rec., 21, King-st.. Wakefield | sept. « rd. - 
ee met ‘ORDER . Soromons, Morrie Manrxs, Westcliff-on-Sea, Cabinet | “®*DLFSon, Tsaac, Cheetham, Manchester, Jewell 
Factor. Oct. 18 at 12. Bankruptey-bidgs., Carey-st. Manchester. Pet. Sept. 18. Ord. Oot. 7. 
Kxit, Jomx Srvant, Mansion House. High Court. | svrroy, Arravx, and Vioter May Scrrox, Twickenham, | M®™DtrsomN, Jack, Crouch End, Milliner. Hig 
Adjud. Nov. 2. 1910. Ord. Nov. 16, 1916. Annal Manufacturers of Gowns. Oct. 15 at 3. 74. Bed Court. Pet. Aug. 10. Ord. Oct. 6. 
and Reso. Sept. 29, 1989 | ford-row 4 Mosier, Hotmes Oxenhope, Yorks, and Ernest Bivxg 
| Tayter, Wittiam Srepaen, Bristol, Builder. Oct. 20 at Oxenhope, Pattern Makers. Bredford. Pet. 
J Cazett FRipat 11.30. Off. Re 26, Baldwin-st., Bristol 7. Ord. Oct. 7. 
. , "T Merr, Witttam Rotanp, Leede, Woollen Merchan 
ECKRIVING ORD! | 4 
ADJUDICATIONS Leeds. Pet. Oct. 6. Ord. Oct. 6 
Avstix, Antuve Turopor, Maidston , t Riemanps, H. G., Yarmouth, I. of W., Engine 
Ord. Oct. 2 Batrex, Water Francrs, Chelsea, Coach Painter Newport. Pet. Aug. 26. Ord. Oct, 9 
Barres, Warren Francis, Chelsea ‘ ¢ t High Court. Pet. Oct. 4 Ord. Oct. 4 Resse, ©. Newroy, suy., Highgate, Motor 
Court. Pet. Oct. 4. Ord. Oct Brakeman, Frep, Moorside, near Oldham, Carrier. Old men. High Court. Pet. Aag. 2. Ord. Oct. 7. 
Rnopures, Fraxcis Bower, Kings ‘ i ham Pet. Sept. 11. Ord. Oct. 5 Surrwoop, Brcwo Msx Emm, Chariles-st.. Hatt 
Pet. Aug. 27. Ord. Oct. 4 Boeke, Jonx, Wardle, near Rochdale, Lime Washer. Garden. High Court. Pat. Sept. 7. Ord. Oct 
Benxe, Jonx, Ward near Rochdak mé¢ ish Rochdak Pet. Oct. 1. Ord. Oct. 1 Sroses, Witrtiam Bewry, Jomg~ Srosss, and ARnra 
Rochdale. Pet. Oct. 1. Ord, Oct Ciixtow, Anthony Groroe, Sheffield, Motor Engineer Ricwarp Stresses, Stoke-on-Trent, House Furnishe 
Downs, Cmaates, East Greenwich een " Sheffield. Pet. Sept. 3. Ord. Oct. 5 Hanley. Pet. Oct. 7. Ord. Ox 
Sept. 17. Ord. Oct. 5 Coompes, Reatnatp Watrer, Bournemouth, Glass Me: Stevpwick, Lestiz, Jermyn-s High Qourt Pety 
Guuorr, Hexnr, Sheffield, Groc ‘ ] ‘ its. Poole. Pet. Sept. 9. Ord.& Oct. 4 Sept. 8 Ord. Oct. 7 
Oct. 4 Ord. Oct. 4 Comex, ALexanper, Finsbury, Marine Stores Deal Witirams, Ctans, Homerton, Ink Manufacturer. Hig 
Gare, Ricmarp, Scarboroug! { ‘ I 4 High Court. Pet. July 30. Ord. Oct. 6 Court. Pet. Aug. 24. Ord. Oct. 7 
Pet. Oct. € Ord. Oct. 6 Favvet, James Pair, and Roserr Crem Hrpsown 
Heneenr, Kewest Joan Avstin er < net Leeds, Motor Accessory Factors Leeds Pet FIRST MEETINGS 
ment Dealer, Derby Pr l t. 6 Aug. 26. Ord. Oct. 4 Arirxkes, W. N. Gorpvon Southport, Managing 
Hients, Simon, Hackney, Box al ! GILtorr Henny sthe fie ld Grocer ek < tor. Oct. 21 at 12. Bankruptcy-bldgs., Carey-st. 
Pet. Oct. 6. Ord. Oct. 6 Oct. 4 Ord. Oct. 4 Ctrstox, Anthony Grores, Slieffield, Motor Engineer, 
Wanrett Aterer Wittusm Yo field Guinue, Rictanp, Scarborough, Fruiterer y > Oct. 19 at 12. Off. Rec., Figtree-lane, Sheffiel 
Pet. Oct. 4. Ord. Oct. 4 Pet. Oct. 6. Ord. Oct. 6 Dowstxe, R. Depiry, Leek. Staffe, Manufacturers’ 
Menpetsomy, A. B.. Askew-mansior hepherd’s Bush Hexeerr, Exmyest Jomw Acstix. Der , Instru Agent. Oct. @ at 11. Bankruptcy-bkice., 
High Court ‘ ily 30. Ord. Oct | ment Dealer. Derby. Pet. Oct. 6 Oct. 6 street 4 
Onnom, Grore t RT yper Woot u Mill | Heers, Stmon. Hackney. Boot Deak Court. | Eastox, Enxest James, Derby, Fish Merehant’s Ass 
Furnishe Cr vot ‘ , i t. 5 Pet. Oct. é Ord. Oct. ¢ tant. Oct. ® at 12. Off. Reo., Lincoln 
Rice, Groner Otrven, Pill, Somerset, Baker Pet Gu.orr, Hexrr, Sheffield, Grocer. Oct. 19 at W350, 
Oct. 4. Ord. Oct MARFELI \terer WILLIAM t She fie ld Off. Reo., Figtree-lane, Sheffield. 
Roorrs. Atsrrr. Norman Drug Stores Proprietor Pet. Oct. 4. Or t Hvenrs, Hren Ossorxe, Stratford, Essex, Dentist. 
Wakefiel Pet. Oct. 4. Or Oct. 4 nnom. Groner Epwarp . rwood, Mill Fur Oct. BI at 11 Bankruptcy +ld¢s., Carey-st. 
SoLomons, Mosgris Marxs, Westoliff-on-Sea, Essex, nisher. Croydon. Pet Ord. Oct. 5. Kink. A. E., Lauderdale-bidgs., Aldersgate-et. Oot. 
Cabinet Factor. High Court. Pet. Oct. 4. Ord egy eee er at . Giescrent Waele “Skee 20 at 12. Bankruptey- bidgs., Onrey-et. 
Oct. 4 ” Pet. Oct. .4. Ord. Oct , * | Marrets x Mer ger 3 rag Oraet, Toqks 
ot Me, — . J — = , “4 v naar! Bag Roeens, Atscut, Normanton Drug Stores Proprietor ona penhath-vtinme, ps ia AR 
Ord. Oct. 4 Wakefield. Pet. Oct. 4. Ond. Oct. 4 Menpiesomux, Jack, Crouch End, Milliner. Oct. 21 at 
WALKE OCA rar t ) 7 ~ § SoLomons, Morris Marks Westcliff-on-Sea, Cabinet 12. Bankruptcy-bhdge., Carey-st. 
Ord. Oct. 4 Factor. High Court. Pet. Oct. 4. Ord. Oct. 4 Mosier, Houmes, and Ernest Busws, Oxenhope, Yorks, 
Witsow. H . enil a ' = TRUmrer Tuomas Wittiam Watwrx, Waanl llwyd Pattern Makers Oct. 21 at i. Off. Reo., 
Pet ept. 2 ‘ : Biast Furnace Manaver Tredegar let Aug. Duke-st., Bradford. 
17. Ord. Oct. 5 Rice, Grorce Orryer, Pill, Semersetshire, ~<a 
Oct. @ at 12% Off. Reo., B, Baldwin-et., Bristo! 
LDJIUDICATIONS ANNULLED Ressex. (. Newrox, 3vx.. Highgate, Motor Salee- 
futovor, Bredhurst, B t . P : Resseut, James Wittram Duscax, Leeds, Accountant. 
t il Re W,. Hig t R tet AGNEw ALEXANDER Belper 1 Coal Merohat Derby Oct. 20. at 10.30. Off. Rec., 24, Bond-st., 
Batres ’ ' Francis, Cl , r Adjud. July 7, 1902 nul. O« », 190. man. Oct. ®at 1. Bankruptey-bidgs., 
Oct. 18 a 2 Bankr ‘vo SKINNED James, Wakefield Costum er. W akefiekl Suerwoop, Breyo Max Emit, Charles-st.. n 
BLaKEMAN M ne thar rric Adjud. May 19, 1906. Amnul. Oct. 5, 1920 Garden. Oct. 21 at WM. Bankruptcy-bdidgs., 
Oct. 15 at rt ’ I ’ marey-ot 
Boxster, Rosert Haro ‘T eter .. | ORDER ANNULLING AND RESCINDING ORDER. PO... ARE Jermyn-st. Oct. 20 at 12. Bank- 
Oct. 16 at 1 t : : Brenanan-Witsox, Roy Maddox-st. High Court ruptey-bkige., Carey-st 
Broprios, Fra tower ngs y l 2 Adjud. May 19, 1913. Ord. April 21, 1913. Annul Wriirams, Ciara, Homerton, Ink Manufacturer. Oct. 
Bankrupt digs r " and Rese. Sept. 30. 1920 2 at Bankruptcy Hidgs., Carey -et. 
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THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE C°. LT0- 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 
FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 


MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc... etc. 
Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY 1: 4/0 per cent. is the meet complete Policy ever offered to householders. 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium. 


LICENSE SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 





FIRST MEETINGS 





























Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases and Mbortgages of 
INSURANCE. Licensed Property settled by Counsel, will be sent on application. 


for Further Information write: VICTORIA EMBANKMENT (next Temple Station), W.C.2. 
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